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33p Concress, Ist Session. 
for the good of my country. If you will join me in the 
sane spirit of liberty, in the same feeling of friendship, I 
will unite with you to bring about an end which I believe 
will promote the harmony and welfare of the whole coun- 
ry. Lask you, gentlemen, to accede to that proposition.”’ 
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| for a report; but the tellers, appearing not to agree 


upon the number, made no joint report. 
Mr. TWEED. As there appears to be a disa- 


| greement, I call for a recount. 


The House heard me with indulgence; and I | 


thank them for their kindness in hearing me now. 
The House adjourned, unhappily, I think, till this 
morning. ,I find a fair-disposition towards an 
amicable cdnclusion of the difficulty in those gen- 
tlemen with whom I have hadan opportunity of 


Mr. CAMPBELL (one of the tellers) said: 
There is no difficulty. 


Mr. ORR. I ask if the tellers can say how 


| many there are in the affirmative, and how many 


| in the negative? 


If they cannot, | ask for a re- 


| count. 


conversing this morning; but the timg allowed to | 
ys has not been sufficient for ascertaining the opin- | 
| come confused in footing up the ayes and noes. 


ions of gentlemen, or for quieting their feelings. 
| move, therefore, after this indulgence—if the 
House allow me to do so—that this House now 
adjourn till Monday next. 


gentleman from Louisiana, that the result of the 
last vote of the House has not been announced; 
and, besides that, there is at present pending a 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HUNT. Perhaps the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Marreson} will withdraw that motion. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL, (interrupting.) Mr. 
Speaker 

[Cries of ‘‘ Order!”’ and ‘* Question!’’] 

Mr. CLINGMAN, Let us have the regular 
order of business. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I only desire to ask 
the gentleman from Louisiana one single ques- 
tion. 

Mr. ORR. I object. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I hope the gentleman 





| only want to propound a single question to the 
gentleman from Louisiana. I do not want to get 
into a discussion, 

Mr. ORR. The question would be sure to give 
rise to debate; ona must insist on my objection. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL, (persisting.) I have 
only a single question-to ask, and I hope the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina will permit me to do 


80. 
The SPEAKER. Objection has not been with- 


drawn; and the gentleman from Tennessee cannot | 


roceed in order. 


The SPEAKER then announced the result of || 
the vote taken on the motion of Mr. Campse tu | 
‘to adjourn till Tuesday, to be decided in the neg- | 


ative—yeas 52, nays 139. 


day next. 


The question recurred on the motion of Mr. | 


Marreson, that the House do now adjourn; upon. 
which the yeas and nays had been demanded. 

Several Mempers. Tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

{Cries of ** No'”? «* No!”” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw the call for the 
yeas and nays. 


Ms ORR. I demand tellers on the motion to 
adjourn. 
Mr. WALSH. I call for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. ORR. The yeas and nays have been just 
refused. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, what is the 


question ? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question when the House comes to order. 


he motion is that the House do now adjourn. | 
The yeas and nays were demanded, and refused | 


hy the House. The question now is, shall there 


be tellers upon the motion that the House do now 
adjourn? 


ellers were then ordered; and Messrs. Camp- 

Bett and Cuineman were appointed. 
The question was then talk 

negative. 


in 


en; and the tellers at | 
rst announced 89 in the affirmative and 90 in the | 
Several members afterwards passed | 


tween the tellers, and they were reported, both || 
the affirmative and negative, some by Mr. 

AMPBELL and some by Mr. Cuineman. 

Here several members called upon the tellers 


75 


Mr. CLINGMAN, (one of the tellers.) I can- 


not tell how many there are, because | have be- 


Mr. ORR. {t is the duty of the tellers to 
report the number. I ask them to make the 


| report; and if they cannot, I ask for a recount. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will remind the | 


| number of votes upon a third person, (meaning || 


Several members here appearing to call upon 
the Clerk to know the number of votes which had 


been reported by the tellers, as they progressed in 
the count— 


The SPEAKER said: The House will agree 
with the Chair in the opinion that the tellers can 
throw no partof the responsibility of deciding the 


the Clerk.) The tellers will report the number, 
if they can; and the Chair will act upon that re- 
port. Upon the tellers alone rests the responsi- 


| bility of reporting the number of votes, upon 
| which the Chair will act. 


Members now crowded around the tellers, and 


| considerable confusion ensued. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 


| Chair will require members to take their seats. 
from South Carolina will withdraw his objection. || 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does require them 


| to take their seats. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. I rise toa privileged motion. 


I move to reconsider the vote by which the House | 


refused to order the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that 


| motion to be out of order. 











| 


Mr. CHURCHWELL. 
tellers shall report. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The tellers cannot report. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Then | demand a 
recount. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. There have been so many 
votes withdrawn that I have lost the count, and I 
cannot tell how the vote stands. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do know that the vote 


I demand that the 


| stands—ayes 98, noes 92. 
So the House refused to adjourn over till Tues- | 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I did not think exactly in 
the same way; I do not, however, know; and if I 


| were to report, it would be mere guess-work. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. Does the Chair decide that 


| it is not in order to move to reconsider the vote by 


which the yeas and nays were ordered? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair did so decide. 
Mr. OLDS. Is it not in order to move that 


\| there be a recount? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair, in his opinion, 
has the right to order a recount, and he makes 
that order. 


Mr. BANKS. Is the House dividing at this || 
time? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to make a single sug- 


gestion, if the House will allow me. 

The SPEAKER. It can be done only by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. ORR. 
nessee making remarks; I must now object to my 
friend from Massachusetts. 

* Mr. BANKS. 
suggestion. 

r. ORR. 1 object to the gentleman, as | did 
to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. All debate is out of order. 

Mr. HAVEN. I will try and relieve the House 


from its present embarrassment. I would ask that || 


my friend from Louisiana [Mr. Hunt] will with- 


draw his motion that the House do now adjourn, | 


in order that I may submit the motion, that when 
the House adjourns, it be to meet on Monday next; 
and on that motion demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Is it competent, to 
have a recount? 


I ask that the | 


| The SPEAKER. 
|| before the House; and it can only be read by 


I objected to my friend from Ten- || 


1 wish merely to make a single || 
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stated that when the House cameéto order there 
would be a recount. 

Mr. BANKS. I would appeal to my friend 
from South Carolina to withdraw his objection, 
so that I may make a single suggestion. 

Mr. WALSH. I object to the gentleman’s 
proceeding. 

The question was again put on the motion to 
adjourn, and Mr. Campseut, one of the tellers, 
reported—ayes eighty. 

Mr. HENN. I rise to a question of order. 
After the affirmative vote is announced by the 
tellers, and the negative vote is called for, can 
further affirmative votes be received? I hold that 
they cannot. 

he SPEAKER. If the gentleman will con- 
sult the record, he will find that the uniform prac- 
tice has been to receive votes on either side until 
the result was announced by the Chair. 

Mr. HENN. I know that that has been the 
practice; but is it in accordance with the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
gentleman’s point of order. 

The tellers then reported ninety-five in the neg- 
ative. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred on the motion that there 
be a call of the House, on which the yeas and nays 
had been ordered. 

Mr. SAGE. I move that I be excused from 
voting on that question. 

Mr. DICKINSON. 
| Nays on that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has uniformly, 
during the last day or two, decided that motion to 
be out of order, and does so now. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to saya single word 
| to the House, with its permission, in reference to 
| the matter before it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
man will be heard. 

Mr. WALSH. I object. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 55, nays 124. 

So the House refused to order a call. 

Mr. HAVEN. Is it in order to move that the 
House resolve itself into a Committee of the 


I demand the yeas and 


I hope the gentle- 


|| Whole on the Private Calendar? 


The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. HAVEN. Then I make that motion; and 
I hope the House will take this opportunity to go 
to work again. 

Mr. PECK. I ask for the yeas and nays on 
| the motion of my colleague. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. Is it in order to have the 
| 29th rule read? I should like to have it read. 
There is no point of order 


| unanimous consent. 

| Mr. HIBBARD. I object. - 

| The question was then taken on Mr. Haven’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
| 73, nays 99. 


| Mr. HAVEN. As the House will not work 
| I move that we adjourn; and on that motion i 
demand the yeas and nays. 

{Loud cries of ‘* Withdraw that motion !’’] 

Mr. HAVEN. I withdraw it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I renew it. 

[Loud and continued cries of ‘‘ No!” ** No!’’} 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, I withdraw it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is very apparent, 
| Mr. Speaker 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Orr.) The 
| Chair must remind the gentleman that debate is 
| not in order. 

Mr. BENNETT. I object to any debate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. | am not going to debate; 
I only desire to make a proposition. 

Mr. SAGE. If the gentleman makes any re- 
| marks, we shall claim the privilege to apt: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 

| admonished the gentleman from IIlinois that debate 
| is not in order, and will enforce the rule. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. [am only going to sub- 





} 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has already | mit a proposition. 
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Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 


iv 


Well, state what it 


i 
| 
| 


| 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If objection is made to |) 
it, of course—— 

Mr. PRATT. 
tion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
make a propoSition? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
has the floor, and has a right to make a motion. 

Mr. FLAGLER. If permission is given to the 
gentleman from Illinois, of course others must be 
heard in reply to him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
already stated that debate is not in order, and that 
he will enforce the rules. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will make a motion, 
and the gentleman can reply to that. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in 





Go on; there will be no objec- 


Have I permission to 


order. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I am not going to de- | 
bate. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. WALSH. 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. KEITT demanded tellers on the yeas and 
nays, butthey were refused—only seven gentlemen 
rising in the affirmative. ; 

The question was then taken on Mr. Ricwarp- | 
son's motion; and it was agreed to. 

So the House adjourned till Monday next, at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


I demand the yeas and nays 





Hawt or Rerpresentarives, May 13, 1854. 


In your report of the proceedings, near the close of last 
night’s session, you represent me as objecting toMr. Hunt’s 
speaking after the motion to adjourn had been made. 

I understood Mr. Steruens, of Georgia, as attempting | 
to speak, and Mr. Hunt as making an appeal to the House 
to hear Mr. Srerxens. 

My objection was intended to operate against Mr. Sre- 
PHENS, and not against Mr. Hunt proceeding in his re- 
marks. I may not have heard correctly the remarks of Mr. 
Hunt, and give merely my own understanding of them. 

Very respectfully, J. R. GIDDINGS. 
To the Reporter of the Globe. 


IN SENATE. | 
Monpay, May 15, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Suicer. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore \aid béfore the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, commu- | 
nicating, in ——— with a resolution of the | 
Senate, copies of all papers and vouchers on file 
in his Department, in relation to the claim of | 
Daniel Nippes; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. | 

Mr. W ADE presented a petition signed by elect- || 
ors of the township of Lynn, Ohio, protesting 
against the passage of the Nebraska bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SUMNER presented resolutions of the | 
Legislature of Massachusetts, in favor of granting | 
to the officers, soldiers, and sailors who served in | 
the war of 1812 the same quantity of bounty land | 
as was granted to those who served in the Mexi- | 
can war, and to extend the pension system estab- | 
lished for those who served in the revolutionary | 
war to the officers, soldiers, and sailors of the war 
of 1812, and to their widows; which were re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered || 
to be printed. 


Also, a memorial of citizens of Bush and Shelby || 


counties, Indiana, praying that Congress make no | 
nn for the payment of the Amistad 
claims; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Foreign Relations. 
Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Massa- | 
chusetts, in favor of an appropriation of $25,000 | 
for the purpose of preventing the destruction of | 
Cape Cod harbor; which were referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. SUMNER. I beg leave to offer certain re- 
Bolves passed by the Legislature of the State of Mas- || 
sachusetts, concerning the Massachusett claim. | 
I believe these resolves should be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. The claim has been recog- 
nized by Congress heretofore; and the question of |, 
its payment now, I believe, is before the Commit- 
tee on Finance. J] mjoye that these resolves be | 
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referred to that committee, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of Esther 


Coulter, praying compensation for the services 


| of her father, Alexander McKaskey, as a quarter- 


master in the Revolutionary Army; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
Also, the memorial of E. Mickle & Co., pray- 


ing the return of duties on goods destroyed by fire | 


at San Francisco, in June, 1850, and May, 1851; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. WALKER presented the proceedings of a 


meeting of citizens of Philadelphia, in favor of the | 


passage of the homestead bill; which was ordered 


| to lie on the table. 
Mr. BENJAMIN presented the petition of John | 


H. Hand, praying to be allowed a pension on 
account of disease contracted in the service of the 
United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 


| 

Mr. BRIGHT presented a petition of citizens | 
of Indiana, praying the establishment of a post- | 
| route from Lock’s Station to Brighton and Mon- 


goquinonq, Indiana; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. SHIELDS presented a memorial of the | 
|| Mayor, Aldermen, and the City Council of Ga- | 


lena, Illinois, praying the establishment of a ma- 


rine hospital at that place; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 
|| Also, additional documents in support of the | 


claim of Harriet de la Palm Baker, for indemni- 


fication for losses sustained by her father, Fred- | 
erick H. Weisenfels, in the revolutionary war; | 
which were referred to the Committee on Revo- | 


lutionary Claims. 
Mr. COOPER presented three memorials of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 


the passage of the Nebraska bill; which were | 


ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TOUCEY presented a petition of inhabit- 
ants of Southington, Connecticut, praying a re- 
duction in the rates of ocean postage; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to whom was referred the memo- 


_ rial of Charles D. Arfwedson, praying compensa- 


tion for his services as chargé d’affaires, ad interim, 

at Stockholm, submitted a report, accompanied by 

a bill for his relief; which was read, and passed to 

a second reading. The report was ordered to be 
rinted. 


Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- | 
tary Affairs, to whom were referred documents | 


in support of the claim of Kennedy & Darling 


|| to indemnity for property destroyed by the Semi- 


nole Indians in Florida, in 1849, asked to be dis- 


charged from their further consideration, and that | 


they be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs; which was agreed to. 


Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Claims, | 
to whom was referred the petition of William | 


were YI a compensation for losses sus- 
tained at Vera Cruz, during the Mexican war, 
asked to be discharged from its further considera- 


tion, and that the petitioner have leave to with- | 
draw his petition and papers; which was agreed | 


to. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. SUMNER, it was 


Ordered, That Hall J. Kelly have leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. BENJAMIN gave notice of his intention | 


to ask leave to introduce a bill regulating the time 
of holding the sessions of the district and circuit 


courts of the United States in the State of Louisi- || 


ana. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. HUNTER asked and obtained the unani- 


mous consent of the Senate to introduce a bill to 


| amend the act.approved August 31, 1852, entitled | 
** An act making further provision for the satis- | 


faction of Virginia land warrants;’’ which was 


| read a first and second time by its title, and re- 








May 16, 


| 

| tion, certain lands in the Greensburg | 

trict, Louisiana; which was read a fea a ee 

| ond time by its title, and referred to the Commins, 
on Private Land Claims. 


PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT. There is on the table 
| resolution reported from the Committee on Print. 

ing to print thirty-seven thousand five hundred 

additional copies of the agricultural part of 4) 

Patent Office report. ws 

Mr. STUART. I believe there is a motion to 

reconsider the vote by which that resolution wag 

adopted, and I should like to have it acted oy at 
this time. I thought we were tolerably success. 
ful in getting that resolution disposed of the other 
day, and I should like to have it definitely settleq 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed 
|| that the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Brop. 
| HEAD,] now absent, moved the reconsideration, 
| Mr.STUART. Thatis so; but I do not think 

it constitutes any reason why the Senate should 
|| not act upon it. He did not signify a desire tp 
| say anything on the subject at all. 

Mr. WELLER. f think the Senator from 
| Pennsylvania does propose to make some remarks 
on this subject, and, as a matter of courtesy to 
him, I think it ought to be laid over for a reason. 
able time at least, to give that Senator an oppor. 
tunity to be heard. 

The PRESIDENT. That is a question fo 
the Senate to decide. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask that the further cop. 
sideration of the resolution be postponed: 

Mr. STUART. As I remarked before, the 
| Senator from Pennsylvania did not signify any 
| disposition to debate the resolution. I have very 
| good reasons for believing that he does not intend 
to debate it at all. Hence, unless the Senator 
from California knows that he desires to discuss 
it, | shall feel myself called upon to press its con- 
sideration now, for the reason which I suggested 
| the other day. 

The delay which has occurred in respect to 
these documents is not only inconvenient to the 
| Senate, but it is very prejudicial to the interests of 
| the country, and especially so to the Post Office 
| Department, because, if these documents are to 
| be distributed to members after they return home, 

it makes an additional amount of transportation 

necessary. I differ from what was said by some 
| gentleman the other day in respect to their im- 
| portance. I regard them as very important docu- 
|ments. [ think they should be published at an 
early day. A very considerable length of time 
has elapsed since this document was presented to 
the Senate, and this resolution was laid on the 
table. It was a long time after that before it was 
called up for action. It was finally adopted, and 
| then a motion to reconsider was made. If the 
|| Senator from Pennsylvania, or any other Senator, 
desires to discuss the question of printing, there 
| certainly should be ample time for its considera- 
|| tion. gs again, that if the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, or any other Senator, knows definitely 
that the Senator from Pennsylvania desires to 
| discuss the question, I shall consent to let the 
| matter lie over until his return. But my under- 
| standing is different. 1 hope, therefore, the Sen- 
ate will dispose of the resolution now. 
| Mr. BROWN. At what time will the Senator 
|, from Pennsylvania be present? ‘ 
| Mr. STUART. 1 do not know. 


|| Mr. BRIGHT. It would be hardly courteous 
| to the Senator from Pennsylvania to act upon this 
| motion in his absence. e are all, in our action, 
| governed by some reason; and I take it for grant 
' ed that the Senator from Pennsylvania had a ree- 
son for making the motion. I should be glad to 
| have the benefit of his reasons before I am called 
|| upon to act upon the resolution. It is unusual to 
|| press a subject of this kind in the absence of the 


Senator making the motion. 
| 


| 


Mr. BROWN. Let it lie over until to-morrow. 
Mr. WELLER. I have no information 

| satisfy me that it is the intention of the cane 
from Pennsyleentia to discuss the motion, althoug 

I had some conversation with him on the subject. 

|| There is some matter connected with it, I do not 

| now precisely recoilect what, which induced. him 


ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. | to make the motion; and I take it for granted that 

Mr. SLIDELL asked and obtained the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to introduce a bill to 
authorize T. H. McManus to enter, by preémp- 


the same cause still operates upon his mind; an¢, 
_as a matter of justice as well as courtesy, the co” 
| sideration of the motion ought to be postpon 
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yotil Mts return. The fair and legitimate-deduc- | 
tion is, that he had a sufficient reason to justify 
him in making the motion, and, therefore, I desire | 
to give him the opportunity of being heard upon 
the question before it Is passed upon. I move, 
therefore, its postponement until to-morrow. 

Mr.STUART. [I shall not undertake to pre- 
yent that at all. I shall consent to its going over, 
with the suggestion ghowever, that as svon as the 
Senator from Pennsylvania is here, | shajJ ask the 
Senate to consider the motion to reconsider. 

The PRESIDENT. [If there be no objection, 
the consideration of the motion will be postponed 
until to-morrow. 

There was no objection. 

PRINTING OF MAP. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
mittee on Printing, to whom was réferred some 
days since, on the motion of the Senator from 
California, [Mr. Gwin,] ‘‘ A diagram of the Uni- 
ted States of America, Mexico, West India 
Islands, and the Isthmus of Dairen, showing 
Mr. Gwin’s route of the Pacific railroad and its 
branches, in connection with the various systems | 
existing and unfinished; of railroads from the 
Mississippi valley to the Atlantic and the Gulf || 
coasts, by ‘W. T. Steiger, of the General Land | 
Office,” to submit a motion for its printing. Itis | 
a map which has been made out in the General 
Land Office, and, as I am informed officially, at || 
least by the Senator from California, some three | 
months labor have been expended upon it. It 
shows the whole country between the two oceans, || 
the Atlantic and. the Pacific; and it presents a much | 
better view of it than any map which we now have. 
The Committee on Printing authorize me to move 
that two thousand copies of it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CASTNER HANWAY. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, lam requested 
to present a memorial, which is somewhat novel 
inits character. I, however, present it very will- 
ingly. It isa memorial from Castner Hanway, 
who was indicted in the district court of the Uni- 
ted States for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, 
at the November term of 1851, for treason, and 
who was acquitted. He alleges that he was put 
to a very large expense in procuring the witnesses 
necessary for his vindication from the charge; 
that he was aconsiderable time in prison by which 
his health was seriously impniael so far that he 
has never recovered it since, and that he has not 
been able to pay his counsel, nor defray the other 
expenses attendant upon his trial. He asks that 
a law may be passed embracing his case, author- | 
wing the payment at least of the witness fees, | 
which amount to something over $3,000. 

| will state, Mr. President, that heretofore, in 
charges of that kind, at least in the trial which 
excited much interest in this country, that of 
Aaron Burr, an order was made by the court to 
pay the witnesses from day to day; and it was 
supposed to be a rule that the court had power to 
order the payment of witnesses on the part of the 
defense. Chief Justice Marshall, in the case to || 
which | have referred, made such an order, and | 
it was complied with by the marshal; but the 
judges who tried Hanway, decided that they had | 
no such power, and he was compelled to pay his | 
own witnesses. I shall be very glad if the Coun 
mittee on the Judiciary, to whom this may be || 
referred, will examine the question, and if they 
think it in conformity with policy, justice, and 

propriety, that they will report a bill which reaches | 
this case. There are accompanying the memorial | 
letters stating the high character which this gen- 
tleman always bore, his peaceable demeanor, and 
his worth as a citizen. I ask that the petition 
and papers may be referred to the Committee on || 
the Judiciary. , | 
They were so referred. 


RELIGIOUS FREEDOM ABROAD. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the motion of | 
Mr. Cass, to refer to the Committee on Foreign || 
Relations, the report made at the last session of | 

ongress from that committee by Mr. Under- || 
wood, latea Senator from Kentucky, on the sub- || 
ject of the religious rights of American citizens | 
residing or traveling abroad. || 

_ Mr. CASS addressed the Senate on this resolu- | 
tion at some length. {His speech will be found || 
in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. BADGER. 





I desire to ask the Senator 


THE CONGRESSIONA 


I am instructed by the Com- || 


_ orders for the 
| propriation bil 


from Michigan, in connection with the subject on 
which he has spoken, whether he has seen a state- 
mentin some Roman Catholicreligious newspaper, 
called, | think, the ** Shepherd of the Valley,’’ 
published at St. Louis, under the direction and 
authority of the Bishop of that Roman Catholic 
diocese, to the effect, that so soon as the Roman 
Catholics obtain the numerical supremacy in any 
State, there will bean end therein of all religious 
toleration. Has he seen any such statement? 

Mr. CASS. I think | have seen that sentiment 
through the papers, quoted, I believe, from that 
very paper. I have not seen the paper itself, but 
I have seen the statement quoted. 

Mr. BADGER. Assuming that to be so, I 
wish to suggest to my friend from Michigan, 
whether it would not be wise, in connection with 
his proposition in regard to foreign Governments, 
to consider the propriety of some measures at 


| home, in anticipation of such a result, not at all 
| unlikely, I fear, for securing religious liberty at 


home. 
Mr. CASS. 


I will merely observe, in respect 


| to that, that I take it this Government has nothing 
| to do with religious liberty at home. That is a 


question for the States. 
Mr. BADGER. Then I wish to suggest, sup- 


| posing such an event to happen, if, in the interior 


organization of this Government, there should be 
a State or States of the Union prohibiting all reli- 
gious toleration, whata position we should occupy 
with foreign Governments in asking from them 
what we have not the power to secure to their 
citizens at home. 

Mr. CASS. I trust the honorable Senator is 
supposing an impossible case in this country. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I hope that the report, and 


| the resolutions upon which the honorable Senator 
|| from Michigan has so ably addressed the Senate, 


will now be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. If no other gentleman proposes to ad- 
dress the Senate, I desire that the report may now 
go to the committee, so that the committee may 
act upon the subject. At some future period, | 
purpose to address the Senate upon itfand I would 
do it now, but for the fact that I think it more re- 
spectful to the committee, of which I am a mem- 
ber, to consult them in relation to the principles 
which are to be discussed, before I undertake to 
speak uponthem. I hope that the resolutions and 
report will now be referred to the Committee on 


| Foreign Relations. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Norats 
in the chair). The question now before the Sen- 
ate is upon the motion to refer the report and res- 
olutions to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INDIGENT INSANE. 
Mr. CLAYTON. I move that the bill making 
a grant of land to the several States of the Union 
for the benefit of indigent insane persons, which 
was the subject of the President’s veto, be printed 
for the use of the Senate. The bil] as introduced 


| has been printed, but I find thaf the bill as it 


passed the Senate and the House has never been 
printed, and it is, therefore, with great difficulty 
that we can ascertain what its precise provisions 
are. I hope, by unanimous consent, an order 
may be made for the printing of that bill. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION 
Mr. HUNTER. 


BILL. 
I move to postpone all prior 
— of taking up the Indian ap- 


Mr. BADGER. I think after the discussion 
we have heard this morning on a very important 
and interesting subject, that at this said of the 
day it would not be well to resume unexpectedly 
the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill, 
I therefore move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senator will with- 
draw that motion. It is only twoo’clock. We 


can go on, and dispose of some of the amend- | 


ments of the Committee on Indian Affairs. | 
think we can do that. 


one which will occupy us during the rest of the 


day. 
Mr. HUNTER. The Senator will find that he || 


is mistaken. That will probably be laid aside, 
and some others taken up. 

Mr. Bapcer’s motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate adjourned. 


L. GLOBE. 
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The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 


The Journal of Saturday was read and approved, 


The SPEAKER. The question pending be- 
fore the House is the motion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bawxs,] to lay upon 
the table the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson,} to close debate 
upon the Nebraska and Kansas bill 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to withdraw 
the demand for the previous question on the reso- 
lution to close debate. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman 
yield me the floor for a moment to allow me to 
make a statement of a personal character? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman from Indiana will be permitted to make 
his statement. 

Mr. LANE. I desire merely to state, that in 
looking over the yeas and nays 

Mr. HAVEN. I have not the least objection 
to the gentleman from Indiana proceeding with 
his explanation; but I insist that it shall be made 
where we can all hear it. 

Mr. LANE. The explanation which I desire 
to make is merely in referencetoa vote. In look- 
ing over the yeas and nays, | notice that upon the 
motion made by my friend and colleague [Mr. 
Mace] to lay the resolution offered by the chair- 
man of the eaueiann on Territories [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON] upon the table, my name does not appear. 
| merely desire to state that if I had been present, 
I wean teen voted against the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. - 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to withdraw 
the demand for the previous question, submitted 
by me some days since, to terminate debate upon 
the Nebraska and Kansas bill, and to modify that 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois 
withdraws his demand for the previous question, 
and proposes to modify his resolution as follows: 





Resolved, That debate on House bill No, 236, to organ- 
ize the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas, shall terminate 
at twelve o’clock, on Friday, the 19th instant. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the previous 
question upon the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move to lay 
the resolution upon the table. 

Mr.SAGE. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Isitin order to move a sus- 
pension of the rules at this time? 

The SPEAKER. Such a motion would be in 
order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I desire to move a suspen- 
sion of the rules, in order to allow me to introduce 
a bill, which | offer upon my own responsibility. 
At an early period of the session, | gave notice 
that I would, on a subsequent day, ask leave to 
introduce a bilt for the repeal of so much of the 
United States laws as authorized the existing 
coast-wise slave trade. I now move a suspension 
of the rules that I may introduce the bill which 1 
have drawn up in pursuance thereof. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I object. 

Mr. OLDS. The motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio will not take precedence of the resolution of 
the gentleman from Illinois, to close debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
offers a resolution to close debate on the Nebraska 
and Kansas bilbon Friday next. The gentleman 
from Ohio moves to suspend the rules for the pur- 
pose of enabling him to introduce a bill. The 
Chair is inclined to the opinion that this day, being 
set apart for the purpose of suspending the rules, 
and upon which motions may be submitted for 
that purpose; and inasmuch as the suspension of 


| rules will embrace these rules authorizing the sus- 
|| pension to go into committee, and to close debate, 
Mr. BADGER. The very first amendment is || 


and all that, it is in order to submit a motion to 
suspend the rules generally. That is the opinion 
of the Chair. 

Mr. ORR. Mr. Speaker, when a privileged 


| question is pending, will it be in order to makea 


motion to suspend the rules? I know that thereisa 
privileged question now pending, but it is the priv- 
ileged question to close debate, and the motion to 
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suspend the rules, I think, is not a privileged | 


question now in order. 

TheSPEAKER. If thegentleman from South 
Carolina will allow me,I will explain. The mo- 
tion made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Ricuarpson] is a privileged question involving 
only a majority vote. The proposition to sus- 
pend the rules made by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Gippines} embraces all the rules of the body 
that stand in the way of the object he has in view, 
and the Chair is still of opinion that that ques- 
tion is first in order. 

Mr. ORR. And yet, Mr. Speaker, carrying 
out the view of the Chair, it would require a two- 
third vote to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. It would require a two-third 
vote. 

Mr.ORR. But would it not be in order for 
me, pending the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, to move that the House adjourn; and would 
not that be such a motion as that a majority vote 
could be disposed of, and as would take prece- 
dence of the other? 

The SPEAKER. That is true in this particular 
case. 

Mr. ORR. Well, then, Mr. Speaker, I do not 

erceive the difference between them . 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) If the House 
had ordered the main question to be put, the 
Chair would not entertain the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, to suspend the rules until the 
House had disposed of the order to put the main 
question. But in this instance there has been no 
such order. It is only a demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. ORR. Whatis the rule of the House, Mr. 
Speaker, allowing a resolution to be offered to 
close debate? I ask that it may be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule 
in question. 

Portion of the 136th rule was then read, as fol- 
lows: 





** The House may at any time, by a vote of a majority of 
the members present, suspend the rules and orders for the 
purpose of going into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union; and also for providing for the 
discharge of the Committee of the Whole House, and the 
Commitiee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, 
from the further consideration of any bill referred to itafter 


acting, without debate, on all amendments pending, and | 


that may be offered.”’ 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would submit to 
the Chair, that by the rule which has been just 
read, and which I think is the 136th rule, it is pro- 
vided that a majority may, at any time, suspend 


the rules to go into a Committee of the hole | 


House. The same rule provides that the House 
may adopt a resolution closing debate before the 
question is taken on that motion. 
provides that a motion to suspend all rules shall 
only be in order on Monday. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
the difference of the motions mentioned is, that the 
one requiring a two-third vote can only be made 
on Monday; and the other, requiring a majority 
only, can be made on any day. Each, as I 
take it, is equally privileged; and the one for 
suspending the rules to go into committee—and, 
consequently, to close debate before that ques- 
tion is taken—is of as high an order of privilege 
as the one to suspend the rules generally on 
Monday. And I would submit this question to 
the Chair: If a motion were in order made to-day 
to suspend the rules, so as that the House might 


resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 


House, would that motion be superseded by one 
to suspend the rules for a specific purpose, such 
as that which the gentleman from Ohio has indi- 
cated? I think, Mr. Speaker, tMe practice has 
been so. We have frequently gotten clear of these 
propositions for suspending the rulesgenerally by 
the proposition to suspend, in order that the 


House might resolve itself into the Committee of | 


the Whole on the state of the Union. 
It seems to me, that whichever of these mo- 


tions may be first made, should first be put. I | 
also think, that this resolution to terminate debate | 


is, by the rule which oh ne for it, of equal and 
of as high a grade of privilege as either one to 


suspend the rules generally, or one to suspend the | 


resolve itself into the 


rules that the House ma 
fe on the state of the 


Committee of the Who 
Union. 


Mr. DICKINSON, 


to offer a resolution. 


The SPEAKER. It is not in order at this | 


time. 

Mr. KERR. Let us hear it read. 

[Cries of ** Hear!’’ * Hear!” and ‘* No!” 
‘¢No!’? 

The SPEAKER. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HAMILTON, and others. I object. 

Mr. ORR. Iam willing to hear the resolution 
read for information. 

The SPEAKER. But it is objected to. 

[Cries of ** Hear!’’ and ‘* Let it be read for 
a apie 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by sev- 
eral members upon the right of the Chair. ' 


It can be done only by 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, was here rec- | 


ognized by the Chair. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 
tion. I desire to know if there is any privileged 
proposition before the House? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would be pleased 


to hear the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Sre- || 


PHENS,] if the House will indulge him. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Unless it is in order to 
debate this proposition, I object. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, in the 


| opinion of the Chair, to debate the proposition. 


Mr. BANKS. Cannot the Chair hear a sug- 
gestion from a member, at the option of the 
Chair ? 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair to allow debate upon a proposition of this 


sort. We haveanumber of privileged questions— | 


a number of them: A motion to adjourn; to ad- 
Journ over until a particular day; to lay upon the 
table; to suspend the rules to go into a Commit- 


tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar; to go || 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of || 


| the Union, &ce. 


We have also a rule which declares that it shall | 


not be in order to move to suspend the rules gen- 
erally, except upon Mondays. Fridaysand Sat- 


urdays are set apart for the consideration of private || 


bills. That_rule gives to private matter a pref- 


erence. Th Chair is still of opinion that the || 
Put Gop made by the gentleman from Ohio, | 


Mr. Gippines,] which is neither more or less 


| than to set aside all the rules standing in the way 


of the object proposed to be attained, is of a more 


highly privileged character on Monday than any 


other proposition to suspend the rules for any | 
|| other parpose, such as to go into the Committee | 
That can be done at 


of the Whole, for instance. 
any time. This is the language of the rule, and 
it would be in order on Monday to go into the 


| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 


but the Chair decides that a motion to suspend 


|| the rules generally, takes precedence of all other 
Another rule | 


| motions whatever to suspend the rules. 


The Chair has never known the question to be 
raised here before. The reason of it is this: The 


| House has usually submitted to the proposition 


I ask leave of the House | 


to go into the Committee of the Whole on Mon- 
days, as on otMer days. But the Chair, in being 
called upon to decide which of these several mo- 
tions shall take precedence, is bound to say that 
the one made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GippinGs] does take precedence. 

Mr. HILLYER. Believing that the decision 


of the Chair will distract the legislation of the | 


House to-day, I respectfully appeal from the 
decision. 


Mr. DEAN. I move to lay the appeal upon 


| the table. 


Mr. HARRIS was here recognized by the 
Chair. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I rise to a question privi- 
leged above all others. I rise to withdraw the 
motion. I do it because the friends and the foes 
of the bill think it will interfere with the fight 
which is going on, and | am not disposed to em- 
barrass either side with my motion. 

Mr. DEAN. You wanta free fight. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
laying the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that there be a call 
of the House; and upon that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I call for the reading of 
the resolution which I sent to the Clerk’s table. 

-The SPEAKER. If not objected to, the res- 
olution will be read. 

[Cries of ** I object!” ** T object!’’] 

Mr. DICKINSON. Then I move to suspend 


I rise to a privileged ques- | 


It is not in the power of the | 
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|| the rules, 
| troduce it. 

The SPEAKER. There is no necersity fo 
suspending the rules; the gentleman has the ri ht 

| to make a motion to have the resolution read e 
|| Mr. DICKINSON. I make that motion.’ 

The question was put; but before the resy|t was 
announced, 

Mr. HAVEN demanded the yeas’and nays 

oe gn all sides of the Hall of “ Let it be 
read !”’ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was about to an- 
nounce that the vote upon ordering the resoly. 
tion to be read was carried in the affirmative, 

Mr. HAVEN. Then I withdraw my call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the several bills u , 

| boeenes in the ee of the Whole on the sae af ue 

Jnion, be restored to the positio iv 
pied before Monday, ae 8th naan. Dh TERGPENVERY ote, 

Several Memsers. Oh no! that will never do 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was totally mis, 
taken in his understanding of the paper the gen. 
tleman from Massachusetts asked to have read 
The gentleman had no right to have it read. He 
had no right to make the motion thatsit be read 
The Chair understood him to call for the reading 
of the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson. } 

Mr. WALSH. That is the reason why I ob. 
jected. I should not have objected to the reading 
of the resolution of the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. DICKINSON. I move to suspend the 
| rules, to enable me to offer the resolution which hag 
| just been read. 
| The SPEAKER. That motion is in order, 

Mr. ORR _Is there not a motion pending for 

| a call of the House? 

The SPEAKER. Such a motion is pending. 
| (Mr. ORR. Isitin order to move to suspend 
|| the rules pending a call of the House? 

| The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt 
| about it. It is in order. 

Mr.ORR. Why, sir, it might be necessary to 
have a call in order to have a quorum to vote upon 
|| the motion to-suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The question must first be 

|| taken upon the motion for a call of the House, 

| Mr. HAVEN. I desire to know the precise 
condition of the motions before the House. | 

|| understand that there is a motion to suspend the 

rules for the introduction of the resolution of the 

'| gentleman from Massachusetts, and another mo- 

tion pending that there be-a call of the House. 


|| The SPEAKER. Those motions are before 
'| the House. ; 
|| Mr. HAVEN. Then, if the motion that there 
| bea call of the House should fail, the question 
|| would recur upon the motion to suspend the rules, 
‘| would it not? 

| TheSPEAKER. That is the opinion of the 
|| Chair. 

|| The question was then taken upon the motion 
|| for a call of the House; and decided in the nega- 
|| tive—yeas 61, nays 141; as follows: 


| YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Camp- 
| bell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, Thomas 
| Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Edgerton, Ed 
|, mands, Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flag- 
|| ler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Haven, Howe, Hughes, 
Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, Lyon, McCulloch, Mace, 
|| Matteson, Maurice, Middleswarth, Morgan. Murray, Nor- 
, ton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Pringle, 
| David Ritchie, Russell, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Andrew 
| Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, Up- 
ham, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Jolin 
Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, and Yates—61. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, 
|| Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breck- 
|| inridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chamberiain, 
| Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, 
| Cox, Craige, Johu G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, 
| Dunbar, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edmundson, Ellison, 
| English, Etheridge, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Gamble, 
| Goode, Green, nwood, Grey, Hamilton, Andrew J. 
| Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, 
| Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Ingeroll, 
| Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, 
| Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane La- 
| tham, Leteher, Lindley Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, 
| McNair, Maxwell, May, Mayall, Meacham, Jobn G. Mil- 
| ler, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, Olds, Mordecai Oli- 


for the purpose of enabling me€o in. 





ver, Orr, Packer, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Phelps, 
| Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, 
| Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Roger®, 
| Rowe, Ruffin, Sabin, Seward, Seymour, Shannon, -_ 
| Sherrer, Bt eton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 


Ham Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Fred- 
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erick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Ste- 
phens, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, David Stuart, 
Jonn J. Taylor, Thurston, Prout, I'weed, V ait, Vansant, 
Wade, Walbtidge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Wells, West- 
brook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and 
Zollicofter—141. 

So the House refused to order a call. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, pending the call of 
the roll, when his name was called, rose for the 

urpose of ascertaining whether, by the unani- 
mous consent of the House, he could not give a 
reason for the vote he was about to give. 

Several Members objected. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Then I vote no. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 


upon the motion to lay the resolution of the gen- 


tleman from Illinois upon the table. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon that motion. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I would in- 
quire whether the motion submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Dickinson] to 
suspend the rules is not in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order, if he submits 
the motion. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I havenot withdrawn my 
motion to suspend the rules for the purpose of in- 
troducing the resolution which I have indicated. 
J ask that it may be read 

The resolution was read, as inserted above. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I call for the yeas and 
nays upon the motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and CuURCHWELL were appointed. ' 

The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported ayes fifty-two; more than one fifth of a 
quorum. 

The question wasthen taken on Mr. Dicxin- 
son’s motion to suspend the rules; and it was 
decided in the megative—yeas 75, nays 121; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Ben- 
ton, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, 
ThomasWavis, Dean, De Witt, Diek, Dickinson, Eastman, 
Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Farley, 
Fenton, Flagler, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, An- 
drew J, Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Howe, 
Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, Lindsley, MeCul- 
loch, Matteson, Maurice, Meacham, Middleswarth, Mor- 
gan, Murray, Norton, Andew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pen- 
nington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Strat- 
ton, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, 4 
Tappan Wentworth, and Yates—75. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Ashe, Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, 
Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Chamberlain, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, 
Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dow- 
dell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, Edmundson, Ellison, English, 
Etheridge, Faulkner, Zlorence, Fuller, Goode, Green, 
Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, S. W. Harris, Hendricks, 
Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, Johnson, G. 
W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kid- 
well, Kartz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lindley, Mac- 
donald, McDougall, McNair, Macy, Maxwell, May, Mayall, 
John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Morrison, Olds, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Pow- 
ell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richardson, 
Riddle, Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, Ruffin, Seward, Seymour, 
Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richafd H. Stanton, Alexander H. 


I demand tellers on the 


Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, David Stuart, John || 


J. Taylor, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, 
Walsh, Warren, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, 
Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—121. 


So the House refused to suspend the rules for 
the purpose. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, [ ask the unanimous 
consent of the House for the purpose of intro- 


Vells, John Wentworth, | 


ae 
2 


[Cries of ‘‘ Hear him !’’} 
The SPEAKER. Is it the unanimous consent 
of the House that the gentleman be heard ? 

Mr. SAGE. I object. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I desire to propound 
an inquiry to the gentleman from lilinois, and no 
more. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York rises in his place and “en The gentle- 
| man, therefore, cannot procee 

Mr. EDGERTON. I would like to make a 
suggestion to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
| Ricnarpsoy.] 
{Cries of ** Hear him!’’ ‘* Hear them both!’’] 
The SPEAKER. Is it the unanimous consent 


|| of the House that the gentleman be heard? 


aol 


ducing the following resolution. If there be ob- | 


jection, | move that the rules of the House be 
suspended for the purpose indicated: 


T 


railroad, be postponed until the 24th instant. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I object. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. hen I move that the 
er be suspended for the purpose I have indica- 
Mr. ORR. I demand the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I would ask the 
Unanimous consent of the House for the purpose 
of making a single suggestion. 


Resolved, That debate on bill No. 236, to organize the || 
erritories of Nebraska and Kansas, shal! terminate at four | 
0 clock, p.m., Friday, 19th instant, and that the consider- | 
ation of the special order on bill No. 295, for the Pacific | 


[Cries of ** Hear him!”’ * I object.’’) 
The SPEAKER. Gentlemen objecting must 
rise in their places and do so. 
Mr. WALSH. [rise in my place, and object. 
Mr. SAGE. I do not want to be invidious. I 
| have objected to the gentleman from Indiana, and 
| must object now to the gentleman from Ohio. 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I move to amend the 
resolution. 
| TheSPEAKER. It is not in order to do so. 
| The resolution is not now before the House. If 
the rules be suspended for its introduction, it will 
| then be amendable. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. 
is in order, to move to amend the resolution by 
inserting Saturday, at twelve o’clock, m., instead 
of Friday, at four o’clock. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Epcerton] asks the privilege of 
being heard for a moment or two, and it is ob- 
jected to. Is it in order to move to suspend the 
rules to enable him to be heard? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. There 
is a motion to suspend the rules already pending. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to accommodate 
| these gentleman if | can—— 

Cries of ** Order !’’} 
r. SAGE. Is debate in order? 


Mr. ORR. The gentleman has aright to mod- 

ify his resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I modify my resolu- 
| tion so as to make it close debate at twelve o’clock, 
| m., on Saturday next. 

Mr. ORR. Now we shall see whether these 
gentlemen who want time for debate are in earnest. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 137, nays 66; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Alien, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bailey, 
Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckin- 
ridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chamberlain, 
Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, 
Cox, Craige, Cumming, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, Edgerton, Ed- 
mundson, Ellison, English, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, 
Gamble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Gray, Hamilton, An- 
drew J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, 
Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Hugftes, Ingersoll, John- 
son, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, 
Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, La- 
| tham, Letcher, Lindley, Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, 
| McNair, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, May, Mayall, Jolin G. 
| Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, Noble, Olds, Mor 
decai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, 
Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richard- 
son, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, 
Ruffin, Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Sin- 
gleton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, 
Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Trout, Tweed, Vail, Vansant,Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, 
Warren, John Wentworth, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. 
Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—137. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Belcher, Benson, Benton, Camp. 
bell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Davis, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Eastman, Edmands, Thomas 
D. Eliot, Everbart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, 
Goodrich, Grow, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Howe, Hunt, 
Daniel T. Jones, Knox, Lyon, McCulloch, Matteson, Mau- 
| rice, Meacham, Middieswarth, Morgan, Murray, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, 
Bishop Perkins, Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, Stratton, Andrew 
Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Upham, Wade, 
Walley, Etlibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, 
Tappan Wentworth, and Yates—66. 


So, two thirds voting in favor thereof, the rules 
were suspended. 

Mr. SNODGRASS stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Corwin. 
| Mr. NICHOLS. I desire to say, that I should 
| have voted for the modified proposition of the 
| gentleman from Illinois, but for the fact that 1 
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I propose, when it: 


some time since paired off with Mr. McMutim, 
of Virginia, on the Nebraska question, and he is 
7. absent. I apprehend he would have voted as 

should vote on the pending proposition, but I 
do not feel authorized to vote in his absence. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now submit the res- 
olution, as modified, and upon it I demand the 
previous question. 

Mr. HUNT. If the gentleman will allow me, 
I will propose an amendment as to time, which 
will make the resolution more satisfactory to the 
opponents of the bill, 

{Cries of ** Hear him!” ** No, no!” and ** Ob- 
ject!” 

Mr. SAGE. I move to lay the resolution upon 
the table; and on that motion I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Sace]} moves to lay the resolution upon 
the table, and upon that motion demands the yeas 
and nays. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
Hunt] asks the unanimous consent of the House 
to make a suggestion in reference to this matter. 

[Cries of ** Hear him!” ** Hear him!” from 
all parts of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
gentleman. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I object. 

Mr. HUNT. The gentleman compels me re- 
luctantly to take ground that | would not take-—— 

{Loud cries of ** Order !”’ ed 

Mr.CRAIGE. ILlook upon the gentleman from 
Louisiana as a factionist. He is acting with 
them. 

Mr. MEACHAM. 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Camppeti 
and Vat. were appointed. 

The House was then divided on the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported fifty 
in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk then proceeded to eall the roll; but 
before the result was announced, 

Mr. HUNT rose and said: Iam sorry to trouble 
the House; but | ask that I may be allowed to say 
one word, or ask a question by way of explana- 
tion, in a matter that concerns my feelings. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the unanimous pleasure 
of the House that the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. Hunt] should be heard? 

Mr. CRAIGE, I take the same ground that I 
did before. 

Mr. HUNT. If the gentleman from North 
Carolina stigmatizes me as a factionist, it is a 
falsehood, before God and my country. 

[Vociferous cries of ‘* Order!’’] 

Mr. HUNT. I repeat that it is a falsehood. 

[Great confusion in the Hall, members rising to 
their feet and shouting ‘‘ Order !’’} 

Mr. CRAIGE. If the gentleman desires to 
bully the House, he shall not do it. He shall 
not bully me. I did say he was a factionist, and 
I now repeat it. 

{Renewed cries of ‘‘ Order “ 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. demand that the 
Sergeant-at-Arms take these men into custody. I 
demand that they be arrested. 

The Speaker directed the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
preserve order in the Hall; whereupon the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms proceeded with his mace to the 
scene of confusion, and order was immediately 
restored. 

The vote upon Mr. Sace’s motion was then 
announced, as follows—yeas 65, nays 134; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Ball, Benson, Benton, Campbell, Car- 
penter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Davis, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickinson, Eastman, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ether- 
idge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Goodrich, Grow, 
Harrison, Hastings, Haven, How, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, 
Knox, Lyon, McCulloch, Matteson, Maurice, Meacham, 
Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, David 
Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Gerrit 
Smith, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurs- 
ton, Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Wells, Tappanj\WV entworth, and Yates— 
65. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, 


I yield the floor to the 


I demand tellers upon the 


| Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 


Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chrisman, 
Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, 
Cumming, John 6. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Disney, Dow- 
dell, Dunbar, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ellison, Eng- 
lish, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Gamble, Giddings, Goode, 
Green, Greenwvod, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, 
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Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Hous 

ton, Ingersoll, Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Re!and Jones, Keitt,Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz,Lamb, 
Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lindley, Lindsley, Macdonald, 
McDougall} McNair, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, May, Mayall, 
John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, Noble, 
Olds, Mordeeai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, 
Philips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, 
Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, 
Rowe, Rutlin, Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, 
Singleton, Samuel A, Smith, William R. Smith, George 
W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
Alexander U. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, David 
Stuart, John J. Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Wal 

bridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, John Wentworth, West 

brook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and 
LAoliicoer—134. 


So the House refused to lay the resolution upon 
the table. 


The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 
seconding the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. | now move 
that the House adjourn. 

Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I rise to inquire 
whether it is in order to move to amend the reso- 
lution offered by the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. 
RICHARDSON. 

The SPEAKER, It is not in order, there 
being a demand for the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 1 demand 
tellers upon the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harnis, of 
Alabama, and CaMpne.i, were appointed. 

‘The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported fifiy gentlemen voting in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. FARLEY. I move when this House ad- 
journs, it adjourn to meeton Wednesday next; and 
upon that motion [ demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand tellers upon the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordereg; and Messrs. Camppe. 
and CHuRCHWELL were appointed. 

The House Was then divided; and the tellers 
reported forty-one gentlemen voting in the affirm- 
ative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BENSON. I move that there be a call of 
the House; and upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

Tie SPEAKER. The motion made by the 
gentleman from Maine (Mr. Benson] is not in 
order, for the reason that there is a motion now 
pending that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 56, nays 131; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Camp 
bell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Thomas Davis, De 
Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ever- 
hert, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, 
Harrison, Haven, Howe, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, 
MeCulloch, Matteson, Maurice, Meacham, Middleswarth, 
Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, 
Pringle, David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sim- 
mons, Skelion, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Upham, 
Wade, Walley, Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Tappan Wentworth, and Yates—56. 

NAYS—Mesers. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Beleher, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Bridges, Ca 
ruthers, Caskie, Chamberlain, Churchwell, Clark, Cling 
man, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
Dean, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Ed- 
mundson, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Faulkner, Florence, 
Fuller, Gamble, Goode, Green, Greenwood. Grey, Hamil- 
ton, Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hib 
bard, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, Johnson, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kid 


well, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lane, matbaany baton, Lindley, | 


Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Mace, Macy, 
Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Morrison, Nichols, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, 
Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, 
Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, 
Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, Ruffin, Seward, Seymour, Shan- 
non, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. 
Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, 
Stratton, Straub, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, John J. 
Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Wal- 
bridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, Wells, John Wentworth, 


Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, 
and Zollicotfer—13}. 


So the House refused to adjourn over till Wed- 
nesday. 


The question then recurred on the motion that 


the House do now adjourn. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 53, nays 132; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Camp- 
bell, Carpenter, Crocker, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dick, 


| minutes, p. m.) 





Fenton, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Harrison, Haven- 
Howe, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, McCulloch, Mate, 
son, Maurice, Meacham, Middieswarth, Morgan, Murray, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Pringle. 
David Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Simmons, John L. 
Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B, 
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Washburne, Israel Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, and | 


VY ates—53. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Alien, David J. Bailey, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, 
Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Chamberlain, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Cling- 
man, Cobb, Colquitt, Craige, Cullom, Cumming, John G. 
Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, 
Edmundson, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Faulkner, Flor- 
ence, Gamble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, 
Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, Johnson, George W. Jones, J. 
Giancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, 
Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lindley, Lindsley, Mac- 
donald, McDougall, McNair, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, May- 
all, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, Noble, 
Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, 
Vhillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, 
Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, 
RKuttin, Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Sin- 
gleton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stan 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor 
L,. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, 
John J. Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, 
Walker, Walsh, Warren, Wells, John Wentworth, West 
brook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and 
Zollicoffer—132. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. MATTESON,and Mr. WASHBURNE, 
of Illinois, took the floor. 

[Loud cries of ‘* Question!’’ ‘* Question!”’ 
from all sides of the Hall, and great confusion 
and disorder.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appeals to the 
House to come to order. The Chair will put no 
question until the House does come to order. 

Order having been restored, 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on 
seconding the demand for the previous question. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Wasupurne} 
has the floor, and is addressing the Chair. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I move, Mr. Speaker, 
that there be a callof the House; and on that mo- 
tion | demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair ruled that motion 
out of order. It was the last motion taken except 
that to adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Then I movethat when 
the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Wed- 
nesday next; and on that motion I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. That motion also has been 
this moment passed upon, and is not in order now. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move to 
lay on the table the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson;} and on 
that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided again | 


and again, since he occupied this position, that 
such a motion cannot be repeated until there has 
been some vote taken changing the character of 
the proposition before this body. 

The House was then divided on seconding the 
demand for the previous question, and it was 
seconded. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I now renew 
my motion, that when the House adjourns, it 


adjourn to meet on Wednesday next; and on that | 
_ motion I ask the 


eas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
gentleman from Illinois may properly make that 
motion now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Can he do so, Mr. 
Speaker, after the demand for the previous ques- 
tion has been seconded ? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, it can be done after 
seconding the demand for the previous question. 
The Chair decided the other day, when there was 
a contest about the time for submitting a motion 
to adjourn over, that the proper time for making 
that motion would be when there was pending a 
motion to adjourn; for the former takes prece- 
dence of it. In the opinion of the Chair, the 
motion to adjourn, and the motion to adjourn 
over, are of such a character that they may be 
put, now that there has been legislative action 
upon this bill. 

Mr. GOODRICH, (at two o’clock and twenty 
I move that the House do now 
adjourn; and-on that motion I ask the yeas and 


Be 
r. MATTESON. I demand tellers on the | 


Dickinson, Edmands, Thomas D, Eliot, Everhart, Farley, |) yeas and nays. 


May 16, 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Camppey, 
and Harris of Alabama, were appointed. F 
The House was then divided upon the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and ghe tellers reported 
forty-four in the affirmative, (a sufficient number ) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I now move 
that when the House adjourns, it adjourn untjj 
Wednesday next; and upon that motion | demand 
the yeas and nays. 

r. SAGE. I ask for tellers upon the demand 
for the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Camps 
and Harris of Alabama, were appointed. 

The House was then divided upon the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported 
forty in the affirmative, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question being upon the motion that when 
the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Wednes. 
day next, it was put; and decided in the negative 
—yeas 51, nays 136; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Benton, (ay. 
penter, Chandler, Crocker, Thomas Davis, Dick, Dickin. 
son, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Farley, Pep. 
ton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Harrison, Haven 
Hlowe, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, Lyon, McCulloch, Matte. 
son, Maurice, Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Norton 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Pringle, Duyid 
Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, John |, 
Taylor, Tracy, Upham, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, and Yates—5|, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C., Allen, 
Willis Alien, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly. 
Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckiy- 
ridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chrisman, 
Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, 
Cullom, Cumming, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dis 
ney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edmund- 
s0n, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Faulkner, Florence, Gam- 
ble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson, 

|| W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, 
Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, Johnson, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, 
Kuriz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lindley, Lindsley, 
Macdonald, McNair, Macy, Maxwell, May, Mayall, John 
G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, Noble, Olds, 
Merdecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps Phil- 
lips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Richardson, 
Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Ruffing Seward, 
Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Gerrit 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alex- 
ander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, 
John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Trout, Vail, Vansant, 
Wade, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, John Went- 
woth, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—136. 


| So the House refused to adjourn over. 
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ELL, 


The question then recurring upon the motion 
that the House do now adjourn, it was put; and 
decided in the negative—yeas 33, nays 126; as 
follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Campbell, Car- 
penter, Chandler, Crocker, De Witt, Dickinson, Edmands, 
‘Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Farley, Goodrich, Grow, Har- 
rison, Howe, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, McCulloch, Matte 
son, Maurice, Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Prin- 
gle, and David Ritchie—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, 
Barry, Belcher, Bell, Bocock, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caruthers, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Cling- 
man, Cobb, Coiquitt, Cox, Cullom, Cumming, John G. Da- 
vis, Dawson, Dean, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, 
Eastman, Eddy, Ellison, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Gam- 
ble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson 
W. Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, 
Houston, Ingersoll, Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, 
Latham, Letcher, Lindley, Lindsley, Macdonald, McDou- 
gall, McNair, Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Morrison, Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paek- 
er, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, 
Puryear, Ready, Richardsor, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, 
Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, Ruffin, Seward, Seymour, Shan- 
non, Shaw, Shower, Singlefon, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith George W. 
Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alex- 

ander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, 
Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel 
G. Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, 

| Walsh. Warren, John Wentworth, Westbrook, Witte, 
Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—126. 


_ So the House refused to adjourn. 


|| [Cries of ‘* Question!”’ ‘* Question !’’] 
Ir. WASHBURN, of Maine. I ask the unan!- 
| mous consent of the House to introduce a resolu- 
tion. 
Many Mempsers. I object. : 
Mr. CLINGMAN. The previous question has 
been seconded. 
|| Mr. HAMILTON. It is not in order. 
| [Cries of ‘* Question !”’ ‘* Question !”’] 


he SPEAKER. The Chair would say to the 
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gentleman from Maine, (Mr. Wasusurn,] that 
it is out of order to introduce any new matter of 
ievislation, the House being engaged in acting 
non @ matter under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Then I move to lay upon 
tne tavle the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois, (Mr. RicHarpsun. } 

Cries of ** Order!” ** Order !’’} 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that motion 
out of order. 

Mr. SAGE. I move acall of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules the motion 
out of order. 4 

(Cries of “ Question !’’ 
“Order!” ** Order :°") 

The SPEAKER. There is an express rule of 
the House which forbids a call of the House when | 
2 motion has been submitted upon which the 
House has seconded the demand for the previous 
question. The Chair will turn to the rule, if any 

entleman desires. 

[Cries of ‘Oh, no!’’ all over the Hall.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can turn to the 

le 1f-— 

“ (Cries of ‘¢ Question !”’ and ** Call the roll !’’ 
and great confusion. ] 

Mr. HAVEN. I wantto make one inquiry of 


ul 


99 


**Question!”’ and 


the Chair. 
[Cries of **Order!”’ ** Order!’ 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the House 


will permit the gentleman to make an inquiry. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Oh, no! 

Mr. WALSH. I object. 

Mr. HAVEN. 1 then move a division of the 
question. The resolution involves a postpone- 
ment of. 

[Cries of ‘* Order 1°? «* Order !’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will allow 
the Chair to say that the question is upon order- 
ing the main question to be now put. As many 
as are in favor of that proposition will 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Yeas and nays 
upon that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

[Cries of ‘* Call the roll!’ ** Call the roll !’’} 

The question being upon ordering the main 
question to be put, it was put; and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 127, nays 62; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, John @. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, 
Edmundson, Ellison, English, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, 
Gamble, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, 
Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, 
Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, Johnson, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancey Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kid- 
well, Kurtz, amb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Maxwell, May, 
Mayall, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, 
Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, 








THE 


Hamilton, | 


Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, | 


Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, 
Rowe, Ruffin, Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, 
Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 


H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, | 


Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Tay- 
lor, Trout, Tweed, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, 
Warren, John Wentworth, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. 
Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—127. 
NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Camp- 


bell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Da- | 
vis, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, 
Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, | 


Grow, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Howe, Hunt, Daniel T. 
Jones, Knox, McCulloch, Matteson, Maurice, Meacham, 
Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, 
Pringle, David Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Ger- 
rit Smith, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurs- 
ton, Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, and Yates—62. 


So the main question was ordered to be now 
put. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I now move 
to lay the resofution of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois (Mr. Ricnarpson] upon the table, and upon 
that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

_ The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair decides the mo- 
tion out of order. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Then I take an —_ 

at 


from the decision of the Chair; and upon t 
demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SAGE. I call for tellers upon the demand 
for the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Henpricks 
and Dickinson appointed. 





The House was then divided upon the demand 
for the yeas and nays, and the tellers reported 
forty in the affimative, (a sufficient number.) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask to be excused from 
voting on the pending motion. 

Mr. SAGE. | demand the yeas and nays upon 
that motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Morea] is not in 
order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
upon the table. 

Mr. SAGE. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

(Cries of **Oh, na, no, Florence!’’ ‘* With- 
draw!” ** Withdraw!’’} 

Mr. FLORENCE. I withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The history of this matter 
had better be briefly looked to by gentlemen who 
desire to cast their votes properly upon the appeal, 
and the Chair calls the attention of the House to 
the history of the matter. A motion to lay upon 
the table is a highly privileged motion. That 
motion has been made, and the House deliberately 
refused to lay the resolution upon the table. Since 
that time, the only action which has been taken 
upen the resolution is to order the main question 
to be now put. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
W.asHBurn] again moves that the resolution do 
lie upon the table. The Chair decides the motion 
not in order, and from that decision of the Chair 
an appeal is taken by the gentleman from Maine, 
{Mr. Wasneurn.] The gentleman from New 


I move to lay the appeal 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


York [Mr. Monean] gets up and asks, under the | 


rule, to be excused from voting upon the appeal 
thus taken from the decision of the Chair. he 
Chair knows of no rule by which he could—for 
in that case he certainly would—rule the motion 
out of order. The Chair thinks that the motion 
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Morean]} 
be excused from voting upon the decision of the 
Chair is in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call the attention of 
the Chair to the rule which governs the action of 

| thes House after the previous question has been 
| seconded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will read it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the House 

| will hear the rule— 

* When a question is under debate, no motion shall be 
received but to adjourn, to lie upon the table.”’ 

The motion to lay upon the table, if made si- 
multaneously, tekes precedence. But the motion 
to lay the resolution upon the table has been 
made. The House have voted upon it, and delib- 
erately refused to lay it upon the table. The rule 
then goes on to say, 

‘Which several motions shall have precedence in the 
order in which they are arranged ; and ho motion to post- 
pone toa day certain, to commit, or to postpone indefinitely, 


being decided, shall be again allowed on the same day, and 
at the same stage of the bill or proposition.”’ 


The 50th rule says: 
‘<The previous question shall be putin this form: ‘ Shall 


the main question be now put?’ It shall only be admitted 
when demanded by a majority of the members present.’’ 


That has been done. 


‘¢ And its effects shall be to put an end to all debate, and 
bring the House to a direct vote upon a motion to commit, 
if such motion shall have been made; and if this motion 
does not prevail, then upon amendments reported by a com- 
mittee, if any, then upon pending amendments, and then 

| upon the main question. On a motion for the previous 
question, and prior to the seconding of the same, a call of 
the House shall be in order; but after a majority shall have 
seconded such motion, no call shall be in order prior to the 
decision of the main question.” 


In regard to the right of a member to move to 
be excused from voting every gentleman is famil- 
iar with the rule. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, upon the ground that the House 

| having ordered the main question to be now put, 
| a collateral question of this sort cannot be made 
| more than any other. 


|| Mr. CAMPBELL. I suppose it is not in order 


| to make an inquiry; but—— 

| Mr. CLINGMAN. I object to all debate. 

| Mr. CAMPBELL. Iam not going to debate; 
| | am going to make a motion. I move that the 
|| House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
|| Whole on the state of the Union. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair decides the mo- || 


| tion to be out of order. 





| 
| 
| 
| 





1191 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon what ground does 
the Chair decide the motion to be out of order? 

The SPEAKER. Upon the ground that the 
House have ordered ¢he main question to be now 
put upon the resolution of the gentleman from 
ijlinois. 

Mr. WALLEY. I rise to a question of order. 
I submit that the appeal taken by the gentleman 
from North Carolina cannot be entertained, for the 
reason that one pee is already pending. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair himself was con- 
sidering that question, and he has some difficulty 
in reference to it. If he refuse to entertain the 
appeal, gentlemen would have the right to divide 
the House all night upon motions to excuse mem- 
bers from voting. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Does the Chair decide that 
the appeal can be taken while another appeal is 
pending? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
that_one appeal conflicts with the other. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. | wish to make 
a suggestion, if the Chair will allow 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I object. The gentleman 
will not allow others to be heard. 

The SPEAKER.. Debate ia not in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I rise to make a suggestion 
on a question of order. The point is this: A gen- 
tleman over the way asks to be excused from 
voting after the House has ordered the main ques- 
tion to be ** now put.”’ The gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. Cuineman] raises the question of 
order that that motion to excuse cannot be enter- 
tained in the present stage of proceedings, for the 
reason that the main question has been ordered to 
be **now put.’’ The Speaker overrules the point 
of order, and the gentleman from North Carolina 
appeals from the decision of the Chair. I submit 
that the appeal of the gentleman from North Car- 
olina must take precedence over the motion to 
excuse. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Every member who shall 
be in the House when the question is put, shall 
give his vote, unless the House, for special reason, 
shall excuse him. 
ber from voting shall be made before the House 
divides, or before the call of the yeas and nays is 
commenced; and the question shall then be taken 
without further debate.’? The Chair does not see 
the force of the reasoning of the gentlemen from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Cuineman,] and from Geor- 
gia, — Streruens,] that the previous question 
can have no effect whatever on this right of a 
member to ask to be excused from voting. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have taken an appeal 
| from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
the appeal be laid upon the table; and on that 
motion | demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ORR. I move to suspend the rule of the 
House which allows the gentleman, so faras this 
resolution is concerned, to ask to be excused from 
voting. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. You cannot do so. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that, 
unless precluded by other motions, the motion 
made by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Orr] is in order. He will illustrate his view by 
calling the attention of the House to the every- 
day practice having a bearing on the matter. 

Very often Monday the rules are suspended for 
the purpose of introducing a bill. The bill is in- 
| troduced. It is discovered after it is before the 
body that it contains an appropriation. ‘There is 
nothing more common than the submitting of the 
motion to suspend the rule which requires a bili 
containing an appropriation to go for its first con- 
sideration to the Committee of the Whole. 

Now, the Chair denies that it is competent to 
+ suspend the rule having a bearing on this partic- 
ular case, as indicated by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Orr.] The object, in either case, 
is to progress with the business before the body. 
If the gentleman from South Carolina had moved 
to suspend the rules generally which allowed gen- 
tlemen to ask leave to be excused from voting, 
the Chair would have decided it out of order. He 
moves the suspension generally in reference to 
this special resolution, and the Chair thinks that 

| the motion is in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to refer the Chair 
| to several cases where, in 1849, this was de- 


! cided-—— 





All motions to excuse a mem- - 
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Mr.ORR. Mr. Speaker, | call the gentleman 
to order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to hear 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. ORR. IL cannot withdraw my objection. 
The gentleman will not allow others to make an 
argument, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
argument. 

Mr. ORR. You propose to do nearly the same 
thing. I object, and persist in the objection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well, then. I send 
the cases to which | would have referred if 1 had 
not been objected to up to the Speaker, so that he 
may read them. 

Mr. HAVEN. I will not ro outside of the 
legitimate rule. I would say, in reference to the 
point of the gentleman from North Carolina, that 
inasmuch as the previous question has been re- 
corded, and the main question ordered to be put, 
a motion that there be a call of the House, or any 
other motion whatever, cannot be entertained. 

Mr. ORR. I withdraw my motion to suspend 
the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair would like 
to call the attention of the House to various pre- 
cedents. It has been the universal practice to 
admit excuses. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. There is no doubt of that. 
The point was not made at all. I now make it, 
under the present circumstances; and | take an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, and a mo- 
tion is made to lay the appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The books are full of pre- 
cedents that members have been excused from 
voting after the previous question was sustained. 
There is no question about it at all. 

Mr. DEAN. | call for the yeas and nays on 
the motion to lay the appeal on the table. 


I do not intend to make an 


Mr. SAGE. | ask for tellers on the yeas and | 


nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hamitton 
and Mracuam were appointed, 

The House was then divided on the demand 
for the yeas and nays; and the tellers reported 
forty-three in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. ASHE. I have paired off with Mr. Sxet- 
TON- 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 75, nays 111; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas 
Davis, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Eastman, Edgerton, Ed- 
mands, Thomas BD. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, 
Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, 
Grow, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, 
Daniel T. Jones, Knex, McCullough, Macy; Matteson, 
Maurice, Meacham, Middieswarth, Morgan, Morrison, 
Murray, Noble, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, 
Pennington, Pringle, Puryear, David Ritchie. Russell, Sa 
bin, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, Strat 
ton, Andrew Stuart, J. L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Thurston, Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Elihu B. Wash 
burne, israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Went- 
worth, and Yates—75 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Davin J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chrisman, Churehwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Cox, Craige, Cumming, Jobn G. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, 


Eddy, Edmundson, English, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, | 


Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson-“W. 
Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, In- 
gersoll, Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Ro- 
land Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, 
Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, Me- 
Nair, Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Mill 
son, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, 
Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Ready, Richard- 
son, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Rogers, Rowe, Ruffin, Sew- 
ard, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alex- 
ander H. Stephens, Strauh, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, 
Tweed, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Westbrook, 
Witte, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—111. 


So the House refused to lay the appeal upon 
the table. 


The question recurred upon the appeal: ‘Shall 


the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment , 


of the House ?”’ 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
the yeas and nays on that question. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

Mr. PRINGLE. 
voting on the appeal, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that that 


I ask for 


I ask to be excused from 
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is out of order, because we are now acting upon 
an appeal which will control that very question. 

Mr. MEACHAM. | move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. 
and nays on that motion. P 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Imovethat when this House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Has any business been 
done since a similar motion was acted on? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, a good deal of time has 
been spent, and an adjournment is a question of 
tine; but there has been action upon the appeal 
of the gentleman from North Carolina himself. 

Tellers on the yeas and nays were demanded 
and ordered; and Messrs. CamppeL_t and AsHe 
were appointed. 

The House then divided; and the tellers reported 
thirty-seven gentlemen voting in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 47, nays 117; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Campbell, Car- 
penter, Chandler, Crocker, Thomas Davis, Dick, Dickin- 
son, Eastman, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, 
Farley, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Howe, Hunt, Daniel 
T. Jones, Knox, Lyon, McCulloch, Matteson, Mecham, 
Middleswarth, Morrison, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Peck, Pennington, Pringle, David Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Simmons, Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. 


I ask for the yeas 


Washburne, Israel] Washburn, John Wentworth, and Tap- 


pan Wentworth—47. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breck 
inridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chamberlain, 
Chrisman, Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, 
Craige, Cullom, Cumming, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, Edmundson, 
Ellison, English, Etheridge, Faulkner, Florence, Gamble, 
Goode, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Wiley P. Harris, 


Harrison, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hillyer, Houston, | 
Glancy Jones, Roland | 


Ingersoll, George W. Jones, J. 
Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Lamb, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Macy, Max 
well, May, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Milison, Noble, 
Olds, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Pheips, Phillips, Powell, 
Pratt, kreston, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, 
Ruffin, Seward, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, 
Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William 


R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Alexander H. Stephens, | 
Taylor, | 


Stratton, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, John J. 
Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tweed, Vansant,Walbridge, Walker, 
Walsh, Wells, Westbrook, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick 
B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—117. 

So the House refused to adjourn till Wednes- 
day next. 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 


upon the motion of the gentleman from Vermont, | 


{[Mr. Meacuam,] that the House adjourn, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been demanded. 
Mr. ASHE. I move the previous question. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. Meacuam] to withdraw that mo- 
tion. It seems to me that there isa majority in 
favor of overruling the decision of the Chair- 
[Cries of ** Order!” ** Order!’’] 
‘The SPEAKER. 
Chair would remind the gentleman from Ohio 


{[Mr. Campse.u] that all discussion is out of | 


order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 57, nays 105; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Benson, Benton, Campbell, | 
Carpenter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Davis, | 


Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Eastman, Edgerton, Ed- 
mands, Thomas D. Eliot, Etheridge, Farley, Fenton, Flag 
ler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Hastings, Haven, Howe, 
Hughes, Hunt, Knox, Lindsley, McCulloch, Matteson, 
Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 


Parker, Pennington, Pringle, David Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, || 


Sapp, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. 
Taylor, Tracy, Upham, Walley, Ellihn B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, and Tappan Went- 
worth—57 


NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, || 
Willis Allen, Ashe. David J. Bailey, Barksdale, Barry, | 


Belcher, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chrisman, Churchwell, 
Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, 


John G. Davis, Dawson, Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eddy, || 


Edmundson, Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Gamble, Goode, 


Greenwood, Grey, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, | 


Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, 
Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Letcher, Lindley, 
Macdonald, McDougall, Macy, Maxwell, May, John G. 
Miller, Smith Miller, Milison, Olds, Orr, Packer, John 
Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Richardson, Rid- 
die, Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, Seward, Shannon, Shaw, 
Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Alexander H. Ste- 
phens, Stratton, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, 


| Tweed, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Westbrook, 


BE. 


ae 


Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wri iii 
licoffer—105. 7 ght, and Zot. 


Objection being made, the || 
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So the House refused to adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 


upon the appeal taken from the decision of 1) 
Chair. . 


Mr. LETCHER. Will the Chair state what 


this question of appeal is, as we have had two o- 
three taken. 


The SPEAKER. In the first place, some gen- 


tleman made a motion that the resolution closin 
debate upon the Nebraska and Kansas bill jj, 
upon the table. That motion having been made 
and voted down by the House, the Chair decided 
that it was not in order to repeat it. From the 
decision of the Chair an appeal was taken. The 
gentleman from New York, {[Mr. Morcaw 


front of the Chair, rose and asked to be ot 


from voting upon the appeal. Under the rules 
and the universal practice of the House, the Chair 


decided that the gentleman had a right to ask to 
be excused from voting. The gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Cuineman] made a question 
of order, that the gentleman had no such right. 


The Chair having overruled the —_— of order, 
0 


the gentleman from North Carolina took an ap- 
peal from that decision, and the vote now to be 
taken is, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the Chair remain 
the judgment of this House?” 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 63, nays 94; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Campbell, Car. 
penter, Chandler, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Davis, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Eastman, Edmands, Thomays 
D. Eliot, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Gamble, Giddings, Good. 
rich, Grow, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Hughes, Hunt, 
Knox, Lindsley, Lyon, McCulloch, Macy, Matteson, 
Meacham, Middjeswarth, Millson, Morgan, Noble, Nor. 
ton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pennington, Pringle, David 
Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Gerrit 
Smith, Andrew Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, 
Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, and Tappan 
Wentworth—63. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Wiillis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Barksdale, Bocock, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, Ca. 
ruthers, Caskie, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingthan, 
Cobb, Craige, Cumming, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, 
Dowdell, Eddy, Edmundson, English, Faulkner, Florence, 
Goode, Greenwood, Grey, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. 
Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, In- 
gersoll, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, 
Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Letcher, Lindley, Mac- 
donald, McDougall, Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Smith 
Miller, Olds, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, 
Powell, Preston, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rogers, Ruf- 
fin, Seward, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel 
A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Tweed, Vansant, 
Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. 
Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—94. 


So the decision of the Chair was overruled. 


Mr. MATTESON. I move that the House 
adjourn; and upon that motion I demand the yeas 


| and nays. 


Mr. STUART, of Ohio. I move that when 
this House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on 


W ednesday next; and upon that motion | demand 


the yeas and nays. 
r. PRINGLE. 
yeas and nays. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I make the point of order 
that that motion has been made and voted upon 
by the House, and that it is not in order to repeat 
it. I would say to the Chair, that that was the 


I ask for tellers upon the 


| ruling of some of his predecessors. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 


| point of order made by the gentleman from North 


Carolina, [Mr. Cuineman,] and he would like the 
gentleman to point the Chair to a single instance 


| of the kind. 


CLINGMAN. I withdraw my point of 
order, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would like, Mr. Speaker, 
to put a question to the gentleman from North 
Carolina. I would like to know which of your 
predecessors made the ruling he speaks of? 

Mr. HOUSTCN. The point of order is with- 
drawn; and it is too late now to ask the question. 

Tellers on the yeas and nays were ordered; and 
Messrs. Henpricks and Sace were appointed. 

The Ffouse was divided; and the tellers reported 


| thirty-six in the affirmative, (a sufficientnumber.) 


So the yeas and nays were ordered. 2 
The question was taken; and decided in the 


| negative—yeas 46, nays 108; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bennett, Benson, Campbell, Carpenter, 
Chandler, Crocker, Thomas Davis, De Wit, Dick, Dick- 
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teeon ‘Bsstman, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, 
Parle S Fenton, Flagler, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Har 


rison, 


Haven, Danie! T. Jones, Kuox, Lyon, Matteson, | 


viddieswarth, Morgan, Norton, Anmtrew Oliver, Parker, | 


Pennington, Pringle, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, 
John L. Taylor, Tracy, Upham, W ade, Walley, Eltho B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, and Tap 
» Wentworth—46. . ; : 

wAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
willis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Barksdale, Bell, 
B sock, Boyee, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, 
Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
nisney, Dowdell, Eddy, Edmundson, Ellison, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Gamble, Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, 
canpson W. Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, 
Houston, Hughes, Ingersoll, Johnson, George Ww. Jones, J. 
Giancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kit- 
tredge, Kurtz, Letcher, Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, 
McNair, Macy, Maxwell, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, 
Morrison, Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Phelps, 
Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Prestong Puryear, Reese, Richard- 
eon, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, 
seward, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton. Alex- 
ander H. Stephens, Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, 
Trout, Tweed, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, West- 


pa 


brook. Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and 


Zollicoffer—108. 
So the House refused to adjourn over. 


The question recurring on the motion that the 
House do now adjourn, it was put; and disagreed 

). 

. (Cries of ** Question !”’ ** Question !"’} 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the reso- 
lution to close debate on the Nebraska bill. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. I ask for a division 
of the question. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution, in the opin- 
ion of the Chair, is divisible. 

The Chair begs pardon. He now recollects 
there is an appeal pending from the decision of the 
Chair, and it would not be right to pass it over. 

[Cries of ‘Oh! no matter about it!’’ * Letit 
slide!’ and laughter. } 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided that it 
was not in order to submit a motion to lay the 
resolution of the gentleman from Illinois on the 
table, that motion having been previously sub- 
mitted, and the House having then refused to lay 
it on the table. 

Several Voices. Oh, passitover. We had for- 
gotten all about it. 

TheSPEAKER. From that decision an appeal 
has been taken, and a motion has been made to 
lay the appeal on the table. The yeas and nays 
have been called for and ordered. The question 
now is, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the House ?”’ 


he question was taken; and decided in the 


affirmative—yeas 113, nays 40; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Abercombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 


Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, | 


Banks, Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Bridges, Brooks, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Cling 


man, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, John G. | 
Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Eddy, Edmundson, | 


English, Faulkner, Florence, Giddings, Goode, Green, 
Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, 
Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, 
Hughes, Ingersoll, Johnson, Daniel T’. Jones, George W. 
Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kid- 


well, Knox, Kurtz, Lamb, Lindsley, Lyon, Macdonald, | 


McNair, Maxwell, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Morrison, 
Murray, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Phelps, 
Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Richard- 
son, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, Seward, 
Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. 
Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexan- 
der H. Stephens, Stratton, Straub, David Stuart, John J. 
Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Vansant, Walker, Walsh, Wells, 
Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, 
and Zollicoffer—113. 

NAYS — Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Campbell, 
Chandler, Crocker, Dick, Dickinson, Eastman, Edmands, 
Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Fenton, Goodrich, Grow, Har- 
rison, McCulloch, Macy, Matteson, Meacham, Middles- 
warth, Morgan, Norton, Parker, Pennington, Pringle, 
Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Andrew Stuart, 
Thurston, Tracy, Upham, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, John 
Yates—40, 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the | 


adoption of the resolution to close debate. 


The question Was put; pending the announce- 
ment, 


Mr. FARLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Messrs. CAMPBELL, and STUART, of Ohio, 
addressed the Chair. 


The Clerk commenced calling the roll. 





Wemworth, Tappar Wentworth, and || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. STUART, of Ohio. I ask for a division 
of the question. 

The SPEAKER. There aretwo distinct prop- 
ositions contained in the resolution. The one is 
to close debate on the Nebraska bill; the other is 
to postpone the special order on -the Pacific rail- 
road bill. The question now is on the first prop- 
osition, which is to terminate the debate on the 
Nebraska bill; and on that proposition the yeas 
and nays will be taken. 


The question was then taken; and decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 114, nays 59; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caruthers, Caskie, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, John 
G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Eddy, Edmundson, 
Ellison, English, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, Green, Green- 
wood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. 
Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Ulillyer, Houston, 
Hughes, Ingersoll, Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, 
Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, Macy, Max 
well, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Noble, Olds, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Packer, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Pres- 
ton, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, 
Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, Sewafd, Seymour, Shannon, 
Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Vail, 
Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, Warren, John Went 
worih, Westbrook, Witte, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zol 
licoffer—114. 

NAYS-— Messrs. Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Cro@ker, Thomas Davis, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Eastman, Edmands, Thomas 
D. Eliot, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, 
Goodrich, Grow, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Howe, Daniel 
T. Jones, Knox, Lyon, McCulloch, Mattéson, Meacham, 
Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Pennington, Pringle, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Simmons, Skelton, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, Thurston, 
Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Wells, Tappan Wentworth, and Yates 
—oy. 7 


So the resolution closing debate on the Ne- 


braska bill at twelve o’clock on Saturday, the 
20th instant, was adopted. 


The SPEAKER. The question is now on the 
adoption of the second branch of the resolution; 
which is, that the special order on the Pacific rail- 
road bill be postponed tll Wednesday, the 24th 
instant. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
to be excused from voting on that proposition; 
and on the motion to be excused | call for the 
yeasand nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 
the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. STUART. Then | hope the motion 
which I have made will be placed on the record 
of.the proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not time now 
to determine whether the motion should go on 
the Journal or not. 

Mr. STUART. I merely wish it to go on 
record that an express rule of this House has been 
trampled down. 

The question being still on the adoption of the 
second branch of the proposition offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois, 


Mr. WALKER. I move to lay that proposi- 
tion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that that 
motion is out of order. 

{Loud cries of ‘* Call the roll !’’) 

The question was taken; and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 123, nays 53; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. 
len, Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. 
Bayly, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bell, Bo- 
cock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Col 
quitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Eastman, Eddy, Edmundson, 
Ellison, English, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, Green, 
Greenwood, Grey, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, 
Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, 
Houston, Hughes, Ingersoll, Johnson, George W. Jones, 
J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keiu, Kerr, Kidwell, 
Kurtz, Lamb, Latham, Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, 
McNair, Macy, Maxwell, Mayall, John G. Miller, Smith 
Miller, Nuble, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Phelps, 
Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, 
Richardson, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, 
Ruffin, Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, 
Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, 
Straub, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Thurston, Trout, 
Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walker, Walsh, War- 
ren, Wells, Westbrook, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hen- 
drick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—123. 


Al- 
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NAYS—Messes. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Campbell, Car- 
penter, Crocker, Thomas Davis, Dick, Dickinson, Ed- 
mands, Thomas D. Eliot, Etheridge, Farley. Fenton, Flag- 
ler, Goodrich, Grow, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Howe, 
Daniel T. Jones, Knox, Lyon, McCulloch, Matteson, 
Meacham, Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Norton, An- 
drew Oliver, Parker, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, 
Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, Stratton, 
Andrew Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Traey, Wade, Walley, 
Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, 
Tappan Wentworth, and Y ates—53. 


So the second branch of the resolution was 
agreed to. 

Mr RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the 
vote last taken, and to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table; which latter motion was agreed 
to. 

Mr. HAVEN. Unless some other centlemall™ 
has more important business to offer just now, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House thereupon, at a quarter before six 
o’clock, p. m., adjourned till to-morrow at twelae 
o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespary, May 16, 1854. 


Prayer by Rev. Henry Suicer. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. NORRIS presented the petition of Simon 
Smith, a pensioner of the United States, praying 
to be allowed back pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Abigail Sanders, praying 
to be allowed bounty land, as the widow of Jo- 
seph Davis, a soldier in the last war with Great 
Britain; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, the memorial of Ithamer W. Beard, 
Assistant Treasurer of the United States, Boston, 
Massachusetts, praying that Congress authorize 
the permanent employment of two clerks in his 
office; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of Ste- 
phen Michaels, praying to be allowed a pension 
for diseases contracted while a soldier in the ser- 
vice of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JAMES presented the petition of Aza 
Arnold, praying the renewal of his patent for a 
machine called the ** double speeder;”” which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office. 

Mr. PRATT presented a memorial of citizens 
of Washington county, District of Columbia, and 
of Washington city, residing on Maryland ave- 
nue, east of the Capitol, praying that said avenue 
may be opened and graded, and that the turnpike 
road, from the termination of that avenue to the 
District line, may be made free from toil and re- 
paired; which was referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BADGER presented the petition of J. 
Lucas and others, watchmen employed in the 
Navy Department, praying additional compensa- 
tion for extra services rendered by them; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented a recommendation of 
the grand jury of the county of Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, for an enlargement of the City 
Hall building for the necessary accommodation of 
the several courts of the United States for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for the preservation of the 
records of the said courts, including all the land 
records, wills, and titles to real estate in said Dis- 
trict; which was referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a resolution of the City Council of Wash- 
ington city, praying the erection of a new build- 
ing, or such extension of the City Hall building, 
as will provide an armory, and accommodations 
for the criminal courts of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND RERERRED. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Ordered, That Caty White, widow of William White, 
have leave to withdraw her petition and papers. 


On motion by Mr. DAWSON, it was 















































































































































































































a 


he 


o 


Pets 


1a 


PL PTS SE Pies 


1194 


Ordered, That Jane Irwin have leave to withdraw he 
petition and papers. 


On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the officers of the volun- 
teer « ippanies in the District of Columbia, praying the 
construction of an armory in the city of Washington, be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 


On motion by Mr. TOUCEY, it was 1 


Ordered, That the memorial and papers of Charles Stearns, 
together with the adverse report thereon, be recommitted 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FISH, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred a petition of officers 


of the Navy and Marine Corps who were attached 


to the gulf squadron during the late war with | 
Mexico, praying to be allowed extra compensa- | 
tion, submitted an adverse report thereon; which | 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred the memorial of the heirs of Captain 
William Henry Allen, late of the United States 
Navy, praying remuneration for important ser- 
vices rendered during the last war with Great Brit- | 
ain, and the payment of prize money for the cap- 
ture of vessels, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COOPER, from the Committee on Revolu- 


tionary Claims, to whom was referred the memo- || 


rial of the heirs of General Stephen Moylan, | 
praying the passage of an act declaring that the 

non-setllement of the accounts of said Moylan 

may be no bar to his heirs receiving commutauon 

pay, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 

relative to the accounts of General Stephen Moy- 

lan, deceased; which was read, and passed to a 

second reading. The report was ordered to be 

printed. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affuirs, to whom was referred a bill to provide for 
the surviving officers of the late Texas Navy, 
reported it back with sundry amendments. 


GUANO TRADE. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Lam requested to present 
the petition of about two thousand citizens of 
Delaware, who pray that some constitutional 
method may be devised for effecting an arrange- 
ment by which Peru shall, for a just and proper 
equivalent, either cede to the United States one of 
her guano islands, or permit American vessels to 
take guano without stint or unnecessary restric- 
tion, so that the trade in that article may be placed 
upon the true commercial basis of demand and 
supply. The memorialists say, that without in 
the least intending to question the propriety of | 
acquisitions of territory in other quarters, they 
respectfully suggest that, in their opinion, the pur- 
chase of one of those islands would be to the | 
people of the United States of more solid worth 
than that of the Mesilla valley, Cuba, and all the 
Anuiles besides. Agreeably to the disposition 
which was made of this subject, on the motion of 
the Committee on Agriculture the other day, I 
move that this memorial be referred to the Exec- 
utive Department. 

The PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, unless 
objected to. 

‘There was no objection. 


LAND TITLES IN INDIANA. 


Mr. PETTIT. Iask the unanimous consent | 
of the Senate to grant me leave at this time to | 
introduce two bills, of which I have not given | 
notice, and I shall ask the Senate to put them on 
their passage now. They are matters which | 
would properly be referable to the committee of | 
which | am chairman—the Committee on Private | 
Land Claims. I say to the Senate that I have | 
thoroughly examined them, in connection with 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and | 
I have a letter from him on the subject, which | | 
ask may be read, saying that these bills ought to 
be passed. 
allowed to introduce a bill ‘to ascertain and 
adjust the titles to certain lands in the State of 
Indiana.” 

There being no objection, the bill was read a 
first and second time by its title, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to constitute the register and re- 





ceiver of the land office at Vincennes, together || tor what I have said heretofore, that I do not de- 


with a fit and proper person, learned in the law, 
and a citizen of Indiana, to be appointed by the 


| 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 









President, commissioners to ascertain and adjust 
the title of any claimant to any tract of land, or || 
any part or subdivision thereof granted by the 


| resolve of Congress, of August 29, 1788, and the 


act of March 3, 1791, granting lands to the inhab- 


| itants and settlers at Vincennes. 


| 


| 





| for the satisfaction of gentlemen. 


| bill for the relief of Sylvester T. Jerauld, assignee 
| of Henry Richaud. 


Every claimant to a tract of land so granted, or 
any part thereof, is to file his claim with the regis- 
ter at Vincennes within six months after the pub- || 
lication of the notice provided for in the bill. The 


| commissioners are to hold their meetings at Vin- 


cennes, and are to decide in a summary manner 
all claims respecting the lands granted by the acts 
referred to. Every claimant who can produce to 
the commissioners aregular claim of title from the 
original confirmee to himself, or who shall show, 
to their satisfaction, a continuous and connected 
possession in himself, and those under whom he 
claims for the period of twenty years, or more, 
preceding the filing of the claim, or can show such 
claim or title as would bar an action of ejectment 
in the courts of Indiana, is to be confirmed in his 
title. 

The bill makes other provisions necessary to 
carry out these objetts. 

Mr. PETTIT. 1 ask that the letter of the | 
Commissioner of the General Land Office be read || 


The Secretary read the letter, as follows: 
Genera Lanp Orrice, May 15, 1854. 
Sir: I have carefully considered the bills presented by 


| you—one ** for the gelief of Sylvester T. Jerauld,”’ and the 
other “ to ascertain and adjust the titles to certain lands in 


the State of Indiana,” and in view of all the circumstances 
of the case, am of opinion that, if enacted by Congress, 
they will afford the relief sought to be obtained; and that 


| itis the only relief that can be extended by Congress in 
| these cases. ; 


With great respect, your obedient servant, 
JOHN WILSON, Commissioner. 
Hon. Smiru Mitver, House of Representatives. 
The bili was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading, read a third time, and passed. \| 


SYLVESTER T. JERAULD. 


Mr. PETTIT. The Committee on Private | 
Land Claims have also instructed me to report a 


It is a very short bill, and I 
ask for its consideration now. 

The bill was accordingly read a first and second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It proposes to direct that location No. 118, con- 
taining four hundred acres in township one south, 


| range ten west, second meridian, Indiana; which 


has been made in favor of Nathaniel Ewing, as 
assignee of claim No. 1499, in favor of the heirs | 
of H. Richaud, in the report dated the 31st of De- 
cember, 1809, of the commissioners at Kaskaskia, 
Illinois, be confirmed. It proposes, also, to au- 
thorize the President of the United States, on the 
production to the General Land Office, of the cir- 
tificate from the register at Vincennes, Indiana, 
for the claim, to cause a patent to be fssued to 


| Jerauld, as assignee of the interest of the original 


claimant; but the patentgranted is only to operate 
as a relinquishment on the part of the United 
States, and is in no way to prejudice any valid 
adverse right, if such exist. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


AFRICANIZATION OF CUBA. 
Mr. MALLORY. 
lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That the recent acts and declarations of the 
Cuban authorities, considered in connection with Spain’s 
past policy with reference to that island, are calculated to 
excite the just apprehensions of the Government of the 
United States, of a settled design to throw Cuba ultimately 
into the hands of its negro population, and to revive there, 
within a few hours’ sail of our shores, the scenes of San 
Domingo’s revolution, a result which the United States 
will deem alike inconsistent with their progress, their 


I first ask unanimous consent to be || prosperity, and the civilization of the age. 


I do not desire to discuss the resolution now 

Mr. SUMNER. Can the resolution be consid- | 
ered to-day excent by unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDENT. It cannot. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then I object to its consider- | 
ation. 

Mr. MALLORY. 





I wish to say to the Sena- 


sire to discuss the question now. But a resolu- 
tion on this subject was, a few days ago, referred 


os 


GLOBE. 


i to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 


| the resolution cannot be considered now. 


I desire to submit the fol- || 





May 16, 





and 1 
tO the 
Nn with 


only desire that this resolution shall go 
committee, and be considered in connectio 
that. 

Mr. SUMNER. The resolution had 
on the table for the present. 

The PRESIDENT. Objection bein 


better lie 


& Made, 


BLACK WARRIOR DOCUMENT, 

Mr. SLIDELL. I offer the following resoly 
tion, and I desire to say that the document which I 
propose to have printed relates to the seizure o¢ 
the Black Warrior. I receive every da appli 
cations for copies of that document, and jt hd 
matter of importance, | think, that we should 
have some copies of it printed for the use of th 
Senate. . 

Resolved, That two thousand copies of House document 
No. 86, relating to the seizure of the steamer Black War. 
rior, and other cases of alleged wrongs to American Citi. 


zens by the authorities of Cuba, be printed for the use of 
the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT. The resolation goes 1 


| the Committee on Printing. 


ROMAN CATHOLICS. 

Mr. MALLORY. The morning, yesterday 
was engrossed, Mr. President, in discussing , 
question which I presume can meet, at the hands 
| of this body, no practical legislation; and as on, 
of its members | think it necessary to Say a word 
in relation to that discussion. But for a remark 
of the honorable Senator from North Caroling 
(Mr. Bavcer,] which will, I think, be productive 
of misunderstanding, I should not deem it my duty 
to utter a word. The remark to which I allude, 
I see in this morning’s report of yesterday's pro- 
| ceedings, in the Union. 


‘¢Mr. BapGer inquired whether Mr. Cass had seen 
statement made in a Catholic paper in St. Louis—the 
‘Shepherd of the Valley’—that as soon as the Catholies 
» should obtain the supremacy in this country, there would 
be an end of toleration here ? 

“Mr. Cass replied that he had seen the statement ip 
some paper. 

‘*Mr. BapeerR asked whether it would not be wise to 
consider the propriety of adopting some measures, in anti- 
cipation of such a result, for securing religious liberty at 
home 

“Mr. Cass. This Government has nothing to do with 
religious liberty at home. That is the business of the 
States. 

‘* Mr. Banaer inquired, if such an event should happen, 
what sort of a position should we occupy, asking foreign 
| Governments to secure for our eitizens abroad what we 
| could not secure for them at home ? 

“Mr. Cass. That is supposing an impossible case.” 


Mr. President, | do not know whether the re- 
| marks of the honorable Senator from North Car- 


|| olina, and the introduction of the paper to which 


| he refers, were made ironically or not, or whether 
| he meant to say no more than that legislation upon 
| this subject, as presented by the honorable Sena- 
| tor from Michigan, (Mr. Cass,] would be as wise, 
| (and no wiser perhaps,) as legislation upon the 
| subject presented by the honorable Senator from 
| North Carolina himself. Perhaps the latter was 
| the design. However, sir, as it has been intro- 
| duced into this body, it will certainly, anless some 
| explanation be made, give rise to some feeling and 
| some misapprehension. In relation to the ‘‘ Shep- 
herd of the Valley,’ Lam happy to state here—and 
I state it because it is an act of justice due to over 
two millions of our citizens—that the paper called 
| the ** Shepherd of the Valley”’ is not an organ, & 
| mouth piece, or an exponent of the opinions, re 
| ligious or otherwise, of any Catholic church, or 
creed in the United States; but that the bishop o! 
| St. Louis, himself, has condemned, and in a circi- 
| lar letter cautioned the Catholics of his diocese 
against its dangerous ultraism. ; 
| Therefore, sir, it is that 1 would say that no !0- 
| ference should be drawn from anything of this 
nature, which appears in that paper, against the 
constitutional loyalty and fidelity of this large body 
of our fellow citizens. 

It is the first time, Mr. President, in this body, 
_that I have ever heard directly or indirectly the 
| creed of any portion of our citizens presented 8 
a matter of discussion. It is the first time that | 
have ever known any member of the body feel It 
necessary to rise and say a word upon the subject; 
and I certainly do not wish or design to do more 
than to correct any misapprehension which my 
arise from the remarks of the Senator from Nort 
Carolina. 

If I thought proper to say more—if J thought 





it necessary or proper to enter into a defense of 
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the church—I could take my stand here in the 
Genate of the United States, and fearlessly appeal 
to the body for the confirmation of the fact that 
som the settlement of the Colonies to the present 
hour, no creed has ever exhibited more toleration, 


more spirit of gentleness and conciliation in this 
-ountry. 1 might, too, appeal to the fact thatthe 
country. 


Catholics of colonial Maryland, having the power 
-> estavlish religious distinctions, privileges, and 


disabilities, refused to exercise it, and set a noble 
Ate | 


example of religious toleration. 


| might appeal to your ships and your armies, | 


and 8 


decks and fill your ranks. 


might show that, in selecting the chaplains of your 


how that a majority of this creed man your | 
I might bring into re- | 
view all the departments of civil life, and show them 
adorned by the highest talent and character taken | 
from the members of thagcreed. And, sir, I | 


Army and Navy, filled as they are with a majority | 


of Catholics, you have passed them by. We 


have no Catholic chaplains, sir, for our Catholic | 


sailors and soldiers. 
Sir, in relation to those denials of sepulture in 

foreign countries, which the honorable Senator 

from Michigan brought to our notice yesterday, 


| have nothing to say now, but that I deplore them; 


but do not let us misconceive this matter, nor con- 
ceal from ourselves the fact that at least one large 


portion of the Protestant Episcopal ministers of | 
this country, at this very hour, is refusing to the | 


unbaptized their ceremonies of sepulture. 
| might say, here, in relation to the performance 


of these ceremonies to which the Senator from | 


Michigan alluded yesterday, without fear of con- 
tradiction, that in this country, at this moment, 


the feeling of the Catholic church in the United | 
States is in opposition to the refusal of these cere- | 


monies; but, sir, | have no desire to discuss the 


subject at all. The only object which I have in | 
rising, is to say, that no inference against the dis- 


loyalty of these persons should be drawn from the 


ultraism of a newspaper, whose authority is dis- | 


claimed by the bishop of the diocese in which it 
is published. 

Mr. BADGER. Iam very sorry to have made 
any remark yesterday, and should be sorry to 
make any remark at any time, which would ex- 
pose the honorable Senator from Florida to an 
unpleasant sentiment of regret; but I really do not 
understand for what purpose the honorable gen- 
tleman has alluded to the subject ofthe remark this 
morning. The reason why i mentioned it yester- 
day is, I think, sufficiently apparent, and if not 
seen by everybody, can be, at once, made manifest. 

The honorable Senator from Michigan had 
made a very able and elaborate speech, in which 
he enforced upon the Senate the propriety of our 
Government taking some steps to secure, by 


treaty stipulations with foreign Powers, the enjoy- || 
ment of unrestricted religious liberty by our citi- | 
zens when abroad, and in the dominions of foreign | 


countries. | had seen an extract professing to be 
quoted from a Roman Catholic paper—a religious 
paper—published at St. Louis, and said to be 
published under the direction or control of the 


bishop of that diocese—cum permissione superiorum | 


—in which the statement was made distinctly, 
that in the event of the Roman Catholics obtaining 
the numerical ascendency in one of the States of 
the Union—not in the country, as erroneously 
stated in the paper from which the Senator has 
read—there would be an end of religious freedom 
in such State, because, said the paper, as it was 
stated, we know that we are right, and we know 
that they are wrong. 

I knew nothing of the relations subsisting be- 
tween the bishop of the diocese and the editor of 
the paper, except the general inference which I 
drew that the subordinates of the Roman Cath- 
olic church are not apt to promulge sentiments 
which do not meet the approbation of their chiefs 
and superiors; but I thought it very appropriate 
tocall the attention of the Senate and of the coun- 
try to the fact that this proposition had been 
openly announced—if the quotation which I saw 
had been correctly made from the paper—as a 
result of the ascendency of that particular denom- 
ination of Christians in one of the States of the 

nion, and to call attention to this remarkable 
fact, that this Government has no power or con- 
trol over the subject of religious freedom or reli- 
gious intolerance or religious proscription in any 
of the States of the Union; that a State has aright 
to establish any amount of religious intolerance it 





pleases, to prescribe what religious tests it pleases, 
to make all rights, at least all political rights, de- 
pendent upon the progression of a religious faith, 
and consequently, that if the negotiations which 
the honorable Senator from Michigan suggested, 
were opened, we should be met with this difficulty; 
we propose to a foreign State, by treaty, to se- 
cure religious freedom to our subjects visiting the 
territories of that foreign State: 

The question is asked us, ‘* Can you secure to 
us religious freedom in visiting any of the States 
of the Union?’’ The answer is, ** we cannot;”’ 
it is a subject altogether dependent upon State 
legislation, and so far are we from being able 
to secure’such religious freedom to your subjects 
when coming here, that we cannot secure it to 
our own citizens at home, if a particular State in 
any instance, should think proper to refuse it, 
and, therefore, unless it were in the power of the 
Government to adopt some measures for enforcing 
at home what they ask to be enforced abroad, we 
should be placed in the situation of those who de- 
mand from others that for which we could give 
them no equivalent. Thatis all, sir. Itcertainly 
never entered into my head to suppose that I 
should produce a necessity for vindicating either 
the patriotism, or gallantry, or uprightness of our 
Roman Catholic fellow-citizens, of which I never 
had a doubt. 


Mr. MALLORY. I know that the honorable 


| Senator from North Carolina entertains the kind- 


| by implication charge this 


est feeling towards all Christianecreeds; but, sir, 
I trust he will recollect that when an honorable 
gentleman of his experience and position rises in 
this body, and calls public attention to an intoler- 
ant and unworthy article in an isolated paper upon 
this subject, and then draws the inference from it 
that legislation of the character indicated may be 
just and necessary, it creates an impression that 
such a contingency as a Catholic legal supremacy 
may be apprehended. 

Mr. BADGER. Well, may it not? 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir. 

Mr. BADGER. Why not? 

Mr. MALLORY. When he does that, he does 
articular creed with 
disloyalty, which, | know, he does not design to 


| charge; and it is to rebut any such presumption 
of disloyalty from an unauthorized and isolated 
article that 1 have deemed it necessary to say a 


word. 
Mr. BADGER. Does the honorable Senator 
know that it is repudiated by the church itself? 
Mr. MALLORY. I have not seen the repu- 


|| diating circular, but I understand from authority 


| which I cannot possibly doubt that it has been. 


| be found in the A 


ne aaaanee 
eS 


Mr. BADGER. [am glad to hear it. 
fHere the conversation dropped. ] 


TEXAS NAVY. 

Mr. GWIN. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred 
the bill to provide for the surviving officers of the 
late Texas Navy, to report a substitute for the 
bill; and | am also instructed by the committee to 
say that the substitute agreed upon is the unani- 
mous sentiment of the committee, and that they 
intend to adhere to it. 


INDIGENT INSANE BILL VETO. 

On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate 
resumed the reconsideration of the bill making 
a grant of land to the several States of the Union, 
for the benefit of indigent insane persons, which 
had been returned by the President of the United 
States, with his objections. 


Mr. BUTLER addressed the Senate at length in | 


defense of the veto. [A report of his speech will 
pendix. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Sruarr 
in thechair.) The question is upon reconsidering 
the bill. 

Mr. BADGER. I know that the Senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] who was in his seat 
a few moments ago, desired to address the Senate 
on this subject, and | suppose he has stepped out, 
not expecting that my friend from South Caro- 
lina would conclude so soon, though he is usually 
very brief. 


spp told me he desired to speak, and but for that 
Is 


ould ask to have this subject postponed for | 


the ap of taking up the Indian appropriation 
bill. Probably the Senator from Mississippi will 
be here directly, and may desire to go on to-day. 
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Several Senarons. To-morrow. 

Mr. HUNTER. Gentlemen around me say 
he will not desire to speak now. I do not know 
how that is, 


Mr. BADGER. I wish to suggest that it would 


| be hardly respectful to the Senator from Missis- 
| Sippl to expect him to come in now immediately, 


and commence discussion on this subject, and | 
think my friend from Virginia had better let this 
matter be postponed until to-morrow, and let us 


| take up the Indian appropriation bill. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


am willing to agree to that. 


| Then I move to postpone the further consider- 


ation of this bill until to-morrow for that purpose. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I have no wish to inter- 
rupt the course of the Senate on this question, nor 
do I wish to embarrass them in regard to the In- 
dian appropriation bill; but it is very obvious that 
we ought to get through with that bill, and that 
we shall discuss it at very great disadvantage if 
we pursue the plan of dividing it between the 
remnants of different days, the Indian bill always 
being in the evening. The subject of that bill is 
proverbially uninteresting; and we know that itis 
almost impossible to keep a quorum together at 
any one time when it is under consideration. I 


|should much prefer that this bill be postponed 
_ until some other day, so that we may take up the 


Indian bill, and dispose of it entirely to-morrow. 


| I do not think there is any public interest or ser- 
| vice which would suffer by that arrangement. I 


would, therefore, if it be in order, move to amend 
the Motion of the Senator from Virginia by 
striking out ‘** to-morrow,’’ and inserting “ the 
day after to-morrow,’’ so as to leave us to-mor- 
row to take up and dispose of the Indian bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope not. The Senator 
knows there are a great many amendments yet to 
come in from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and I do not think we can get through with that 
bill to-morrow. They have kept it open now for 
a long time, but I understand they have a great 
many further amendments to propose, and we 
cannot get through with the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. We have only two or 
three amendments, and I do not think more than 
one ortwo of them will occasion discussion. I 
feel confident, therefore, that we can get through 
with the bill to-morrow, and I am satisfied that that 
is much the best arrangement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that the 
motion which has been made to postpone the 
further consideration of the question until to-mor- 
row is not amendable. 

Mr. BADGER. If-I understand the suggestion, 
I will modify the motion. 

Mr. HUNTER. I made the motion to post- 
pone. 

Mr. BADGER. I understand the Senator from 
Arkansas to say that he thinks the Indian appro- 
priation bill can be gotten through with to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I think it can. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have a different opinion. 
I am pretty sure we cannot get through with it 
to-morrow. 

Mr. BADGER. 
something. 

Mr. HUNTER. We had better finish the 


I think we had better finish 


| veto. We cannot finish the Indian bill to-morrow. 


| the subject of the veto message. 


| that matter. 


Mr..CASS. I desire to say something upon 
’ I wish to collect 
some materials from the Land Office in relation to 
They are in a state of preparation, 
butarenot yetready. My object is to meet some of 
the statements which were made by the honorable 


Senator from North Carolina; which bear, I think, 


| not heavily, as he intended, but unjustly on the 


new States, and I wish to counteract the effect of 


| them. 


Mr. HUNTER. I will say to the Senator from 
Michigan, that other gentlemen are ready to go 
on with this discussion. The Senator from Mis- 
sissippi (Mr. Brown] and others are prepared to 

0 on. 
Mr. CASS. I spoke with relation to taking the 


|| vote to-day. 


Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Missis- || 


Mr. HUNTER. 
thing. 
r. BROWN. Before the vote is taken on the 


I do not propose any such 


|| veto message, I wish to give my views in regard 


| 


to it. LIcould go on this evening, and I will do 
so, if the Senate insist upon it; but still, | would 
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rather spenk in the morning. If, however, I am | Mr. RICHARDSON took the floor. 


to be postponed even until the day after to-mor- | 
row, | should prefer speaking this evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 
now before the Senate is on the motion to post- | 
pone the bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. lI understand that the | 
Chair has decided that the proposition which | | 
made to amend the motion is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks it is not an amendable motion. If the Sen- 
ate vote down this proposition, the Senator from 
Arkansas may make his. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Then I shall vote in the 
negative on this motion, with a view of afterwards 
moving to postpone the further consideration of 
the subject until the day after to-morrow, 

Mr. CASS. 1 think it would be better to pur- 
sue the course’ suggested by the Senator from 
Arkaneas, and let us go on with the Indian bill 
to-morrow, if we can dispose of it. The delay 
of a day is not to be compared with the import- 
ance of the necessary invesligation. 

Mr. HUNTER. If we take that course, I 
hope it will be with the understanding that when 
the Indian appropriation bill shall come up, we 
shall go through with it, and be prepared to take 
a week on it,if wecommence. The amendments 
which I understand are coming in from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs are not going to be de- 
cided in a day. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope we can get through 
with the bill to-morrow. 
Mr. CASS. If we do take up the Indian ap- 
yropriation bill, it will sull be in the power of the 
Renaba at any time to lay that aside, and take up 

this bill, if they choose. 

Mr. BROWN. Before the vote is taken, I 
should like to know whether it is the understand- 
ing of the Senate, that on the day after to-morrow 
we are to adjourn over, for the purpose of putting 
the Chamber in order? I have heard some talk 
of that sort. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hardly think there will be 
any such motion made to-morrow. I hope not. | 
There ought to be some notice of such an adjourn- 
ment given beforehand, so that Senators who de- 
sire to go home may be able to do so. 

Mr. BROWN. AsI said before, | am willing | 
to speak this evening, or to-morrow; or even if the | 
subject be postponed until the next day, I shall 
not object; but I do not wish to have it postponed | 
longer than that. 

Mr. BADGER. I wish merely to mention, as 
the occupant of the Chair cannot make the expla- | 
nation, that it was suggested a few days ago, at | 
the instance of the gentleman who now occupies 
the chair, [Mr. Strvarr,] with a view to his ac- 
commodation, that an arrangement of the kind 
alluded to should be made for adjourning over 
from Thursday, but changes have taken place 
which render that no longer necessary, and render | 
it proper that that motion should be postponed for 
another week. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


| 


bill until to-morrow. 
The question being taken, it was found that no 
uorum voted. 
Mr. SLIDELL. I move that the Senate pro- | 
ceed to the consideration of Executive business. | 
Mr. BADGER. That motion cannot be made | 
until we have disposed of the pending bill. The 
uestion before the Senate is on postponing the 
faiier consideration of that bill until to-morrow. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks no question can be taken, so long as there 
is not a quorum present. 
Mr. BADGER. But if the Chair will put the | 
question again, { think a quorum would beshown. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER again put the | 
question; and there were—ayes 9, noes 20; no | 


uorum voting. | 


Mr. WELLER. As thereis no quorum present, | 
I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, May 16, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Heway Sricer. 


TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Prayer 


| says they “ shall be subject to the revision of the speakers.” || soon as I 


Mr. BANKS. Will the gentleman from Illi- 
nois yield me the floor for a single moment, to 
present some resolutions from my State? 

Mr. RICHARDSON assented. 

Mr. BANKS then, by unanimous consent of 
the House, presented certain resolutions from the 
Legislature of the State of Massachusetts. 

1. Resolves concerning the Massachusetts claims. 
Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

2. Resolves in relation to the preservation of 
Cape Cod harbor. 
to be printed. 

3. Resolves in relation to officers, soldiers, and 
others who served in the war of 1812. Laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. RICHARDSON resumed the floor. 
Mr. BENNETT. | call for the regular order 


| of business. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarp- 
SON. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
of the House 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The gentle- 
man from IlIlinois is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire 
to withdraw the resolution offered by me some 
days ago, and nvodified on yesterday morning, in 
relation to the termination of the debate on the 
Nebraska and Kansas bill. I mean the first reso- 
lution introduced by me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
has a right to withdraw his resolution. 

It was accordingly withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the consideration of House bill No. 102, grant- 
ing lands equally to the several States to aid in 
the construction of railroads and the support of 
schools. ‘The pending motion is to recommit this 
bill to the Committee on Public Lands; and the 


I ask the unanimous consent 





| gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hamitron] is 


entitled to the floor. 
SUSPENSION OF THE RULES. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order, 
unless the gentleman from Maryland should insist 


on his right to the floor. | 


Mr. HAMILTON. If itis the disposition of 
the House to go into commuttee, I will not throw 
any obstacles in the way of its doing so. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to withdraw from the files the 
papers in the case of Rachel Moore, being on a 
petition for pension, that they may be referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. It does not require unani- 
mous consent. It can be done, under the rule, 


1 3 . i e 
is on postponing the further consideration of the |: at the Clerk's table; and the papers will be with 


drawn and referred according to request. 

Mr. DUNBAR. I ask the unanimous consent 
of theeHouse to withdraw the papers in the case 
of T. H. McManus from the files of the House. 

Mr. COBB. For what purpose? 

Mr. DUNBAR. For the purpose of reference 
in the Senate. 

No objection being made, the request was 
granted. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. HUNT. Iask the consent of the House 


to allow me to correct a statement which I have || 


just read in the Globe of this morning. I desire 
to state here publicly, that the statement in the 
Globe of this morning, in respect to what oc- 
curred yesterday, is untrue, as far as my knowl- 
edge goes, and as far as! am informed by my 
friends. The statements which I have read in 
the other papers are substantially true.* 





*The proprietor of the Globe thinks it proper for him to 
state here that when there is confusion in the House, and 
many members are on their feet, the Reporters for the Globe, 
who are inside the bar of the House, on’ the floor with the 
members, cannot hear so well as those in the galleries, or at 
desks outside the bar, above the floor of the House. 

The resolution under which the Globe reports the debates 





State , 
the gentleman from Louisiana, (Mr. Gee” 


will say, that in reference to anything whief 
said on yesterday, my remarks are substantj i 
reported in the Globe. What he said I did .2 
distinctly hear or understand, and I do not = 
fore, undertake to say what he did say. What | 
said is substantially reported in the Globe and b 
that I am willing to stand. F y 
Mr. HUNT. \One word in reply, I brandeg 
the statement made by the gentleman yesterday 


I 


and the brand still remains hissing. 
Laid on the table, and ordered || 


[Cries of **Order!”’ ** Order!’ from all 
the Hall.] wont 


_ Mr. CRAIGE. The gentleman cannot strut 
into a scrape with me, and sneak out of it in that 


| way. 


[Renewed cries of “Order !”’ all over the House.) 


NEBRASKA AND KANSAS, 


Order being restored, and the question recurrip 

- : z 

upon the motion of Mr. Richarpson, it was put; 
and decided in the affirmative. 4 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Otps in the chair.) 

TheCHAIRMAN. When the committee was 
last in session, it had under consideration Hous 
bill (No. 236) for the organization of the Territo. 
ries of Nebraska and Kansas; and upon tha 
question the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Ma;. 
WELL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MAXWELL, in rising to address the 
committee, alluded to the exciting scenes through 
| which the House has just passed. Whether the 
| movements were factious or not, he would leave 
the country to determine by the record. He ex. 
pressed the hope that the eHorts which may here. 
after be made, as in the past, to defeat the pur. 
poses of the House and mislead the people, will be 
| in vain, and fail. 

The bill now under consideration seeks to de- 
clare the Missouri law inoperative and void; it 
contains no startling or extravagant features; it 
does not aim to interfere with any man’s rights 
or privileges; it imposes no limitation on the 
liberty of any human being. The proposition 
relative to the Missouri law does not claim the 
force of legislation; the whole object is to wipe 
out a restriction made without the authority of 
right, and which interferes with the constitutional 


| Mr. Hont did not avail himself of this privilege. Ona 
| former similar occasion he refused to revise his remarks, 
and it was thought not worth while to show them to him in 
| this case. Mr. Craice, through a friend, a member, changed 
| one sentence of hisremarks. As taken down by a Reporter 
| of the Globe, it read: 


‘*Mr. Cratce. I did say that the gentleman was a fac- 
tionist, and [ now repeat it.”? 


It was altered by Mr. Crate to read: 


| If the gentleman desires to bully the House, he shal! 
not doit. He shall not bully me. I did say he was a fac- 
| tionist, and I now repeat it.”? 


| The remarks of both gentlemen, as reported by the Na 
tional Intelligencer, follow: 


Mr. RICHARDSON then submitted his resolution 4s 
modified, and upon it demanded the previous question. 
| Mr. SAGE moved to lay the resolution on the table, upon 
| which motion he demanded the yeas and nays. 
, Mr. HUNT. If the gentleman will allow me, will pro- 
| pose an amendment to the resolution as to the time, which 


|| will make it more satisfactory to the opponents of the bill, 


Cries of “ Hear him!” and “ No!?? **No!?’) 
Mr. CRAIGE and others objected. 
Mr. HUNT. Then the gentleman compels me reluctantly 
to take a ground that I would not take—— 
Loud cries of ** Order !”’ ** Order!’”] , 
r.CRAIGE. I look upon the gentieman as acting with 
factionists—— 
as cries of ‘* Order!’ “ Order !?") 
he question was then taken on the motion to lay the 
| resolution on the table; and it was decided in the negative 
| —yeas 65, nays 134, 
Mr. HUNT’. I ask that I may be allowed to ask a que 
tion, or to say one word by way of explanation of a matter 
|| that concerns my feelings. , 
The SPEAKER. It can only be done by unanimous 
| consent. 
[oe of ‘** Hear him !” and objections. 
. r. CRAIGE. I take the same grou 
| fore—— 
| [Shouts of « Order !” ¢¢ Order !”” 
! 


| 


that [ took be- 


r. HUNT. If the gentleman stigmatizes me as 4 fac- 
|| tionist he speaks a falsehood. : 

|| [Vociferous shouts of ‘ Order !? and great confusion fol- 
|| lowed, nearly every member standing. 

|| Mr. CRAIGE endeavored to be heard amid the din of the 
|| many calls to order, but all that could be heard was: “! 
|| will exercise my rights, and will object to the gentleman 69 
would to anybody else.” 
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rivileges of one section of the country. The 
P citories of the United States are the property of 
saa no power is given to Congress to thwart 
the purposes of our fathers, and to deny to the 
sitizens of one part privileges which are accorded 
to the other portion of the country. 
i He replied to" , c 
cood faith,’? saying that the Missouri act has 
never been regarded by the North as of higher 
canctity than other laws. As to the accumulated 
dangers from the passage of this bill, he remarked 
that where right is, the public conviction will ulti- 
mately settle. He continued his remarks until the 
expiration of the hour allotted in debate, in advo- 
cacy of the bill under consideration. 
Mr. MAYALL delivered his views in opposi- 
ion to the bill. He said that the compromise of 
1850 was far more objectionable to his constitu- 
ency than was that of 1820 to the people of the 
South. If it was policy to repeal one compro- 
mise because it was objectionable to the interests 
and sentiments of one section of the country, why 
not repeal another compromise which was far 


more objectionable, generally, to the people of | 


another section ? : 

The object of the friends of the bill, as con- 
stantly declared, was to repeal all compromises in 
relation to the institution of slavery. Why not 
repeal the compromise of 1850 as well as that of 
180), and all other compromises on the subject? 
To carry out the idea of the friends of the bill, 
they should repeal the Constitution, in order to 
do away with all compromises in regard to the 
institution of slavery. 

This was not a question of ordinary legislation, 
nor one of mere expediency or of constitutional 
rights. In his opinion the question was whether 
the honor of the nation should be maintained? 
whether the pledges of our forefathers should be 
preserved, and handed down by us to our poster- 
ity to be maintained for all time to come. 

‘He was not opposed to the organization of a 
territorial government for Nebraska, but was 
against the bill in its present shape. His objec- 
tion to the bill was confined almost exclusively to 
that clause which declared that the acts of 1850 
rendered the compromise of 1820 inoperative and 
void; thereby violating the compromise of 1850, 
and plunging the country again into slavery agi- 
tation. This point he argued at length, and re- 
plied to the remarks made by Mr. Macpowatp 
some time since. 

Mr. FLAGLER said that the voice of his im- 
mediate constituents came to him in tones deep 
and unbroken like the cataract on their borders, 
earnestly remonstrating and protesting against im- 
pairing the Missouri compromise, and enjoining 


upon him the exercise of all the means in his | 


power to oppose the threatened repeal. He was 
happy to say his own views and feelings were in 
perfect consonance with those whom he repre- 
sents. 

There were two great principles established at 
an early period in our history; first, the exercise 
of power by the National Legislature over the 
Territories, and secondly, the prohibition of sla- 
very in the Territories, as embodied in the ordi- 
nance of 1787. These principles were sanctioned 
by the master-minds who framed the Constitution. 
He then gave at length his objections to the bill 
under consideration. 

Mr. GIDDINGS hailed with peculiar interest 
and joy the discussion of this great question, and 
to those who introduted it here he tendered his 
most hearty thanks. They had done more to agi- 
tate the great question of humanity in one short 
month than he had been able to accomplish in the 
twenty years he had been a member of this body. 
He would not say that he rejoiced that they had 
done it in this particular manner, but he did re- 
Joice that the American people were bound to con- 
sider all those great and overshadowing intgrests 
which now agitated not only this country, but Eu- 


— also. 

e stood in a peculiar position. He was no 
partisan; at least, he was not connected with either 
of those great political parties which had hereto- 
fore occupied the attention of the people of the 
United States, and he rejoiced that the old issues 
which had heretofore divided these parties had 
subsided. The land-marks which had distin- 
guished the Whigs and Democrats had become 
gradually more and more obscure, until they had 
now disappeared; and no man eould draw the line 


the charge of a ‘ violation of | 


H 








of distinction, or rally the forces of either party 
upon either side of the House. 

Long had he contended that all attempts by the 
Government to sustain or uphold or maintain 


| slavery outside of the States was unconstitutional 


| a violation of the dearest rights of humanity. 


and an invasion of the rights of the people of the 
free States, an outrage upon the Constitution, and 
He 


| rejoiced that men were coming up to the mainte- 





| 








| nance of these principles. 


Mr. READY obtained the floor. 
Mr. SEYMOUR. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Reavy,} | move 


| that the committee rise. 


Mr. WRIGHT, of Mississippi. 
mission to say one word. 

Mr. KEITT. I hope the motion that the com- 
mittee rise will be withdrawn for a moment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I hope that no gentleman 
from the State of Mississippi, holding a seat upon 


I ask per- 


| this floor, would so far degrade himself as to 
| make a reply to the gentleman who has just 


spoken. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. That is the best argument 


| you can make, and the best one you ever did 
| make. 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Sey- 
MOUR’s motion; and it was decided in theaffirma- 
tive. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had had under consideration the state 
of the Union generally, and particularly House 
bill No. 236, entitled ** An act to organize the 
Territories of Nebraska and Kansas,’’ but had 
come to no conclusion thereon. 

On motion by Mr. TWEED, the House then 
adjourned (at twenty minutes of four o’clock) till 
to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, May 17, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sticer. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. WELLER presented a memorial of the 


| officers and soldiers who were wrecked on the 
| steamer Winfield Scott, in the Pacific ocean, on 


December 2, 1853. The —— allege that in 
consequence of this wreck, the second regiment 
of infantry lost all its instruments and music val- 
ued at $800; that each officer lost or had destroyed 
all his necessary baggage, valued at from $450 to 
$500; and that each soldier sustained a loss equal 


to $100. They pray, therefore, that the several | 


amounts above named, be allowed the officers and 


| soldiers of the regiment who were in the wreck. 
| The petition was referred to the Committee on 
| Military Affairs. 
MORTON presented the memorial of 
| [saac Hulse, praying indemnity for the injury | 
sustained by him im the erection of the barracks | 


Mr. 


| of the United States at San Carlos de Barrancas, 


on a part of his ae which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. GWIN. I present the memorial of Alex- 


| anderS. Taylor, of Monterey, who represents that 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


he is in possession of certain manuscript papers 
and documents of great value in elucidating the 


| 
| 
| 
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early settlement and history of the State of Cali- || 


fornia, extending from the year 1770 to the year 


1846; that the aforesaid papers and documents | 
are written in the Spanish language, with the | 
| exception of certain portions of comments and | 


statistics gathered by the memorialist from old 


settlers and officers serving under the government | 
| of California prior to the 7th of July, 1846, and | 
copies from scarce Spanish, French, English, and | 


American books; that these documents and papers 
are of a public character, and, if printed and pub- 
lished, will be of the*greatest value to the people 


of the State of California, and to the interests of | 


the Government of the United States. 
The memorialist further states that he is desirous 


of extending and completing the same by the use of | 
| the old Spanish archives of California, now in pos- | 
| session of the Wnited States Surveyor General of | 


California, and the United States Board of Com- 


| 


| missioners for ascertaining and settling the land | 


claims of California, which are now in their respect- 
ive offices in San Francisco; that he is desirous of 


| 








having this labor performed under his supervision, 
buat that his circumstances are not sufficiently 
ample to undertake the expense, and he therefore 
respectfully prays that Congress will appropriate 
a sum of money to insure the early printing and 
publishing of these documents, as part of the Go- 
vernment archives, the most of which have never 
appeared in print in any language. Ae it is an 
interesting memorial, | move that it be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented a petition, 
signed by German inhabitants of the city of 
Washington, District of Columbia, praying a re- 
duction of the rates of ocean postage; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred certain documents in sup- 
port of the claim of the children of Leonard Proc- 
tor to a pension for services rendered by him 
during the war of the Revolution, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill to improve the naval ser- 
vice; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. 

J. W. KELLY’S CONTRACT. 

Mr. MORTON. As the morning business is 
through, | wish to throw myself on the indul- 
gence of the Senate, and ask them to take up the 
bill for the relief of John W. Kelly. It is a pri- 
vate bill which has been reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and is 
especially under my charge. I expect to leave 
the city ina few days, to be absent some five or 
six weeks, and I am, therefore, anxious to have 
the bill considered and acted upon before I leave. 

Mr. DAWSON. Did you write the report? 

Mr. MORTON. I drew up the report, and I 
can give all the necessary information in regard 
to it. 

Mr. DAWSON. I hope the bill will be taken 
u 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Postmaster General to 
have the accounts of John W. Kelly, late a con- 
tractor on route 3540, from Bainbridge, Georgia, 
to Appalachicola, Florida, audited and settled by 
the proper accounting officers, and to allow him 
the contract price stipulated to be paid him, $2,400 
per annum, from September 1, 1852, to June 30, 
1855, the day on which his contract would have 
expired, deducting therefrom the payments here- 
tofore made on account thereof; and the sum wher 
so ascertained and paid shall be in full of all 
claims which Kelly may have for damages in con- 
sequence of the annulment of his contract on the 
2ist of February, 1853, by the Post Office De- 
partment. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, there is a re- 
port accompanying the bill, which sets forth the 
facts and merits of the case. I presume, how- 
ever, that itis unnecessary to read that report to 
the Senate. A laconic statement of the poimts of 
the case by me, | presume, will be amply suffi- 
cient. 

In 1852, the Post Office Department entered 
into a contract with J. W. Kelly for the trans- 
portation of the mail from Bainbridge, in Georgia, 
to Appalachicola,in Florida. The services under 
that contract commenced on the Ist of September, 
1852. On the 8th day of February ensuing, the 
Postmaster General, in consequence of false in- 
formation, as he acknowledged, and as the party 
giving it also subsequently acknowledged, an-— 
nulled the contract of Kelly. 

Complaint was lodged against the contractor ® 
on the 8th of February, 1853, and immediately 
the contract was annulled. The postmaster at 
Appalachicola, upon whose statement the contract 
was annulled, subsequently acknowledged that he 
had been imposed upon whilst absent from his 
post, and had given false information to the Post 
Office Department. But by the time when this 
acknowledgment was received at the Department, 
a new contract was advertised for, and a new con- 
tractor placed upon the line. The true informa- 

) tion received by the Department, established the 
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vice up to the very day and hour in which his 
contract was annulled. 

I may here remark, that the Post Office Depart- 
ment pursued in this case a very singular course, 
and one not usual on such an occasion, m annul- 
ling the contract of Kelly without calling on him 
to show cause why the act should not be done. 
On the 30th of January, the postmaster at A ppala- 
chicola, being then confined to a sick bed in 
Georgia, wrote a letter to the Postmaster General, 
in which he said: 

** 1 regret to inform you that Captain Kelly, the contractor 
for this route, 3540, has, like all his predecessors, abandoned 
the contract.’’ 

Upon this simple information received from the 
postmaster of Appalachicola, then confined to a 
sick bed in Georgia, some one hundred and fifty 
or two hundredy miles distant from his post, the 
Postmaster General annulled the contract. The 
letter was received on the 8th of February, and 
on the very same day the contract was annulled. 
When the postmaster of Appalachicola returned 
to his post, he wrote a letter to the Department, 
under date of March 24, 1853, in which he used 
this language: 

‘© At the date of my first letter, (30th January,) I was 
confined to my room by sickness in Bainbridge, when I 
war waited upon by Thomas J. Eppes, Esq., one of the 
itizens of Appalachicola, then on his way to Washington, 
who represented to me the facts as set forth in my letter to 
the Department, aseuring me, in addition thereto, that no 
mail bad been received at Appalachicola for a long period, 
and that Captain Kelly had taken command of the steamer 
J. Jenkins. Relying upon Mr. Eppes’s veracity, I consid 
ered it my duty to inform the Department, and was much 
surprised, On my recovery and return to this place, to find 
that I had been grossly deceived, and that Captain Kelly 
actually carried the mail regularly up to the 2lst February, 
at which time the boat,which had been engaged temporarily, 
refused to perform the service longer, and | made the new 
temporary contract for a tri-weekly mail, as authorized by 
the Department, and which, | am pleased to say, has worked 
well thus far.’’ 

The postmaster at Bainbridge, the other ter- 
minus of the route, states, in a letter to the Depart- 
ment, that Captain Kelly, the contractor, had 
faithfully discharged his duty, ** and has not, in 
one instance, failed to have the mail here connect 
during the whole time he has been carrying the 
mai! on route 3540.’’ 

Under these circumstances, sir, the memorial, 
accompanied by many certificates, showing the 
large > which the memorialist would have re- 
ceived by the continuance of his contract, and the 
injury which he sustained by its abrogation, was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. His losses are estimated at some 


six or seven thousand dollars per annum, but the | 
committee have thought it to be only just and | 


»roper to present to the Senate a bill giving Mr. 
Kelly the full amount of his contract price up to 
the time at which it would have terminated, the 
first of July, 1855, deducting the payments made 
to him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, was notin | 


my seat when my colleague began his remarks in 
oiaiian to this matter, and I do not know whether, 
in the course of these remarks, any blame or re- | 
sponsibility has been thrown on the Post Office 
Department, and I rise simply to say, in connec- 
tion with this affair, that the contract referred to 
was annulled at the earnest solicitation of my col- 
league and myself, and the former Representative 
for Florida in’ the other House. I shall vote for 
the bill, of course, with a great deal of pleasure, 
and | am very glad that my colleague has brought 
it forward; but I think it proper to make this 
statement. We made jointly and severally the 
most earnest appeals to the Postmaster General 
to abolish that contract, and put the service on 
another footing, and in abolishing the contract, 
he acted entirely in compliance with our request. 
There was a complaint that the service was not 
being performed, and to my certain knowledge two 
delegations came on here to protest against the 
continuance of that state of things. 

[ have risen merely to relieve the Postmaster 
General from any imputation of haste in the 
matter. I was very glad myself that the contract 
was annulled. The merchants at Appalachicola 
were not having their mail service done, They | 
had in port shipping with one hundred and sixty | 
bales of cotton, and were doing an immense busi- | 


ness, but, according to the representations made || ent from the course which it 


| who utterly abandoned the contract. 


| him. 
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fact that Kelly had faithfully performed the ser- || 


to us, they sometimes had no mail for thirty or 
forty days 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I do not wish 
to enter into a discussion of the propriety of the 
course pursued by the Post Office Department with 
regard to this contract; and I regret even theremarks 
which have been made by my colleague. I look 
upon the conduct of the Post Office Department in 
this whole transaction as highly culpable, and I | 
think my colleague is mistaken in one fact in re- | 
gard to it. [am not disposed now to go into an 
elaborate discussion of the course pursued by the 
Department with regard to this contract, but I wish 
to correct my colleague in one thing. I think, on 
examination of the papers on file in the Depart- 
ment, he will not find that I united in any request 
to the Postmaster General to nullify this contract, 
or set it aside. 

The mail service between these two points had 
been irregular and inefficient. The inefficiency of 
the service was the gteat thing of which the citizens 
of Appalachicola complained, and I did unite in 
many memorials and remonstrances to the Depart- 
ment for amore efficient service than there had been 
on that route previous to that contract which was 
entered into with Mr. Kelly, whose service com- 
menced on the Ist of September, 1852. I do not 
think, however, anything will be found under my 
signature on the files of that Department, asking 
the Postmaster General to set aside Kelly’s con- 
tract. 

Previous to Mr. Kelly’s entering into this ser- 
vice there was a contractor by the name of Floyd, 
Complaints 
were placed on file in the Post Office Department 
against his conduct, but the Department pursued 
a very different course towards Floyd, who, per- 
haps, never actually entered into the service, or, 
at all events, did not perform it efficiently, and 
shortly afterwards abandoned it, from that which 
it pursued towards Kelly. When those com- 
plaints were lodged against Floyd, the Department 
notified him of the allegations against him, and 
called upon him to respond to the charges. Due 
time elapsed, and no response was received from 
The Post Office Department then nullified, 
or set aside his contract. After that, an adver- 
tisement was published for the same service, and 
the contract was let to Mr. Kelly. Thesame course 
was not pursued towards Kelly, however, that had 
been pursued towards Floyd. Immediately when 
complaint was lodged against Mr. Kelly the De- 
partment set aside his contract, and since that time 
the files of the Department show that the informa- 
tion on which it was annulled is erroneous. I do 
not think that if my colleague examines with care 
the records of the Post Office Department, or the 
papers on file, he will find there any communica- 
tion signed by me advising or recommending the 
nullification of the contract with Kelly. It is true, 
when complaints were lodged against him, I ap- 
pended certificates testifying to the respectability 
and credibility of the individuals whose names 
were attached to them. Wemembers of Congress 
sign a great many papers without examination, 
but | am sure that no paper will be found in the 
Department under my signature recommending 
the annulment of the Kelly contract. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I think my 


remark will be found substantially correct in every || 


particular, I do not say that any record will be 
found of the interference of my colleague on that 
subject, but what I said was, that he himself 
personally applied to the Postmaster General to 
rescind this contract. If I am in error, 1 should 
like to know it. It is so understood by myself, 
and I have always acted upon this presumption. 
I so interfered, and so did Mr. Cabell, and I[ un- 
derstood that my colleague also personally so in- 
terfered, and made the request. do not say that 
he signed a memorial, or a paper, but that he was 
anxious, with us, to have the contract given to 
some other party, or put ona different footing, 
which could only be done by rescinding this con- 
tract. 

Mr. MORTON. I may have united in urging 
and recommending an efficient service, though 
and on this ex parte statement, for it is nothing 
more, I might have said, presuming the informa- 
tion to be correct, that the contrac®ought to be set | 
aside. Yet, 1 think the Post Office Department 
pursued a very stringent course, to sa 


the least | 


| performance of the contract. 








ay Ui; 


former contractors. But, as I before remarked I 
do not wish to go into a discussion of the acti’ 
of the Post Office Department with regard to thie 
contract of Kelly’s, although I think it js fairly 
subject to criticism and reprehensible remarks y 
Mr. DAWSON. _I wish to ascertain from ¢h 
Senators from Florida whether my understandins 
of this case is correct. As I understand it, Kg), 
took the contract, but was removed upon the mr 
ments of the postmaster at Appalachicola that - 
service was not performed. The postmaster of 
Appalachicola was sick one hundred and fifty o 
two hundred miles from home, when he es 
the letter referred to to a gentleman who Was 
coming on to Washington City. . That letter was 
brought to Washington and presented to the Pog. 
master General, and upon theinformation contained 
in it, the order rescimding Kelly’s contract was 
made. When the postmaster at Appalachicoly 
got home, he found that he had been made ap jp. 
strument in the hands of a man who was comino 
to Washington, to make a misrepresentation oF 
the facts, upon which misrepresentation the Pos, 
Office Department had acted. When he got back 
he wrote to the Department, saying that he had 
been made an unwilling instrument to tell a false. 
hood, which led to the rescinding of the contrac 
when, in point of fact, there had not been a aincle 
failure from one end of the line to the othe 
from the time that Kelly took the contract. The 
Department then said to Kelly, we have let this 
contract so that the service may go on, and we 
cannot remove the man who has now got it, 
although we are sorry that you have been re. 
moved on false representations, but we cannot 


settle your claim, it must be referred to Congress, 


The claim is now, however, before us, and it seems 
there is nobody to blame, except the man who 
made the false representation, the sick postmaster 
of Appalachicola, and he is to blame for the whole 
of this difficulty, because he allowed himself to 
be used by aman who was coming on here to have 


| the contract rescinded. The object was to gets 


contract for a tri-weekly mail, when Kelly’s con- 
tract was but for a weekly mail. Kelly was re- 
moved unjustly, for he never failed to discharge 
his duty. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have no doubt that the 
honorable Senator from Georgia has correctly 
stated the matter precisely as it is. However, the 
only object [ had in rising at first was, as some 
imputation seemed to be cast on the Postmaster 
General, to shield him from anything of the kind, 
and to say that his action, whatever it was, has 
been, as | understand, at the earnest solicitation 
and interference of the delegation from Florida, 
who were as much mistaken about the true facts 
of the case as the Postmaster General himself. 

Mr. DAWSON. Precisely. 

Mr. MORTON. I do not wish to protract the 
discussion on this bill. The statement of the Sen- 
ator from Georgia is substantially correct. I 
omitted before to say to the Senete that the order 
was made by the Postmaster General with respect 
to the payment of Kelly. It should be borne in 
mind that the contract was annulled on the Sth 
of February, and the Postmaster General, when 
directing the payment to be made to Kelly for 
the services which he had performed, said: 

‘© The postmaster at Appalachicola having reported the 
abandonment of service by Mr. Kelly, on false information 
derived from others, and there being, moreover, a necesst- 
ty for a readvertixement of the route to procure adequate 
mail facilities for Appalachicola, which could not be done 
on the pro rata principle, let Mr. Kelly, late contractor, be 
paid at his contract rate, from October 1, 1852, to Feb- 
ruary 21, 1853, subject, however, to fines and deductions. 

This gave him pay from the 8th of February, 
on which day the contract was annulled, until the 
2ist of February, when the new services com- 
menced upon that route. If Mr. Kelly had then 
been considered as a defaulting contractor, this 
additional pay would not have been allowed, but 
he would, in common parlance, have been termed 
| ** black balled”? by the Department. He is not 

so, and consequently heis now at liberty to make 
any other contract. If he had been a defaulting 
contractor, he would not have been paid the 
amount due him even up to the 8th of February, 
at the time when the contract was set aside, but 
would have been subject to damages for the non- 
Instead of this, the 
ostmaster General said, substantially, that he 


of it, towards this man ess pa entirely differ- 1 was not a defaulter, but that his contract was 


d pursued towards 


taken from him on false information, and, there- 
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fore, that he should be paid not only up to the 8th | 
. February, when his contract was annulled, but 
e so up to the 2ist of February, when the new 
-ontractor commenced the service. 
~The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


poRT HURON AND LAKE MICHIGAN RAIL- 
ROAD. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The Committee on Military 
\fairs, to whom was referred the bill granting 
the right of way over, and depét grounds upon, 
lands belonging to the United States at and near 
Port Gratiot, in the State of Michigan, to the Port 
Huron and Lake Michigan Railroad Company, 
have instructed me to report it back with an 
amendment in the form of a substitute. If@here 
be no objection, I ask for its consideration at thi 
time. ‘ 4 ‘ 

The bill was accordingly eonsidered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. ; ; 

The amendment of the committee was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause, and insert the 
following: 

That the President of the United States be, and he is 
pereby, authorized to grant to the Port Huron and Lake 
Michigan Railroad Company the right of way upon land 
reserved for military purposes at Fort Gratiot, in the State 
of Michigan; and also the right to take and use other lands 
belonging to the United States at the same place for the 
necessary depots: Provided, That he shail be of opinion 
that the said grants will not be detrimental to the public 
interest, and that the company pay into the Treasury of the 
United States the appraised value of the premises required 
for the depots and other necessary buildings, to be determ- 
ined by such officer or officers of the Engineer Corps, or 
such other person Or persofis as the Department may des 
ignate for that purpose: nd provided further, That the 
joeation and width of the road-way, and the location and 
boundaries of the depOt grounds, and also the conditions on 
which they are to be possessed and improved shall be de- 
termined under the authority, and with the approval of the 
President: And provided further, That if said railroad and 
depots shall not be completed within —— years, or if at 
any time after completion the use of said railroad or de- 


pits be discontinued or abandoned, the said grant shall 
cease and determine. 


Mr. HUNTER. 1 desire to ask the Senator 
from Illinois if this right is left to the discretion of 
the President or Secretary of War, or whether it | 
is imperative? 

Mr.STUART. “It is discretionary. 

Mr.SHIELDS. This has been prepared in 
concert with the War Department. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest 
that there is a blank in the amendment which 
should be filled. 

Mr.STUART. Fill it with ‘‘ten,’’ so as to 
make it ‘‘ten years.’’ 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection | 
that will be done. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
the amendment was concurred in, the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
a third time, and passed. 


LIEUT. STRAIN’ S°DARIEN EXPEDITION. 


Mr. CLAYTON. It will be recollected, Mr. | 
President, that an expedition commanded by 
Lieutenant Strain, and under the protection of the 
United States, was sent to the Isthmus of Darien 
for the purpose of ascertaining, in conjunction 
with a similar expedition on the part of the Gov- | 
ernment of Great Britain, the practicability of a 
canal route across the Isthmus of Darien. A de- 
tachment from a United States man-of-war was | 
sent for that purpose, and penetrating the Isthmus, | 
lost their way. It was generally believed, for a 
long period of time, that they had perished mis- 
erably in that wilderness. It turned out at last, 
however, that they were saved by a boat’s crew 
from her Britannic Majesty’s man-of-war Vi- 
rago. In order to enable the Senate to under- 
stand the purpose which I |nave in view in offering | 
the joint resolution which I desire to introduce, | | 
will now read a part of a letter written by Lieu- 
tenant Strain to Commander Edward Marshall, 
of the Virago, acknowledging the services ren- | 
dered. The letter is dated ‘* United States Darien 
Expedition, Cantonment of La Palma, Darien 
Harbor, April 8, 1854." After a full account of | 
all the dangers incurred, and the services of the 
boatsmen in behalf of the detachment, Lieutenant | 
Strain closes his letter thus: 

“‘ Owing to the supply of provisions and clothing which | 


we have received from the Virago, we have now nothing | 
to desire, while the assiduous attentions of your medical || 
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officers have removed all, as we have every reason to hope 
and believe, beyond the reach of danger.’’ 

‘““To the energy and activity of the commander of the 
relief party, Lieutenant W. C. Forsyth, we owe much, as 
the condition of some members of our expedition was so 
precarious, that even a few hours afterwards, we should 
have arrived too late. To him, Dr. William Ross, and Pay 
master W. H. Hills, and the men composing the crew of the 
paddle box boat, you will please communicate my thanks, 
and those of my party; and I am well aware that it must 
be a source of intense satisfaction to them to know that, 
had it not been for their well directed efforts, thirteen suffer- 
ing men must inevitably have perished miserably, notwith- 
standing every effort which |, or the others composing the 
advanced guard, might have made to save them.” 


It will be seen, then, from the testimony of our 
own Officer that thirteen suffering Americans were 
saved by these officers and crew of the British 
ship. In order to make some acknowledgment to 
them for this act of humanity and generosity, I 
beg leave, by the unanimous consent of the Senate, 
to introduce a ‘joint resolution manifesting the 


sense of Congress towards Commander Edward | 


Marshall, commanding her Britannic Majesty’s 
ship Virago, and the officers and crew who 
were detached by his order for the relief of the 
surveying party under the command of Lieuten- 
ant J. G. Strain,’’ for the purpose of having it 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Unanimous consent was given to the introduc- 


| tion of the joint resolution, and it was read twice, 


and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

The joint resolution proposes to request the 
President of the United States to procure gold 
medals with suitable devices, one to be presented 
to Commander Edward Marshall, of her Britannic 
Majesty’s ship Virago, one to W. C. Forsyth, 
First Lieutenant of the Virago, one to Dr. Wil- 
liam Ross, and one to Paymaster W. H. Hills, 
as a testimonial of national gratitude for their 
generous and humane conduct in extending timely 
relief to the surveying party under command of 
Lieutenant Strain. It also authorizes the Presi- 
dent to causeto be paid to each of the boat’s crew 
who were engaged in the rescue of the said sur- 
veying party, the sum of one hundred dollars 
each as evidence of the high sense entertained by 
the Congress of the United States of their gener- 
ous assistance. 


AFRICANIZATION OF CUBA. 

Mr. MALLORY. Before the special order is 
taken up, I ask the Senate to consider the resolu- 
tion which I submitted yesterday, and which was 
laid over on the objection of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner.] | desire merely to 
have it referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, without discussion. 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection 
the resolution will be considered. 

Mr. SUMNER. I understood from the hon- 
orable Senator, yesterday, that he did not desire 
o consider the resolution at this time. 

Mr. MALLORY. That is precisely my desire, 
not to have it debated at this time, but to send it 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SUMNER. The resolution, as I under- 
stand it, cannot go tothe Committee on Foreign 
Relations without seeming to receive a sanction 
from this body. 

Mr. MALLORY. Well, sir, that is a matter 
for the body to determine; and | now ask the 
Senate to consider and refer it to the committee. 
A resolution was introduced sometime ago by the 
Senator from Louisiana, and discussed somewhat, 
and referred to that committee; and I shall be pre- 
pared to discuss the whole subject when a report 
shall be made by that committee. 

Mr. CHASE. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on refer- 
ring it to the Committee on Foreign Relations. It 
will be read. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, That the recent acts and declarations of the 
Cuban authorities, considered in connection vith Spain’s 


past policy with reference to tha), island, are culculated to 
excite the just apprehensions of the Government of the 


, United States, of a settled design to throw Cuba ultimately 


into the hands of its negro population, and to revive there, 


| within a few hours’ sail of our shores, the scenes of San 


Domingo’s revolution, a result which the United States 
will deem alike inconsistent with their progress, their 
prosperity, and the civilization of the age. 


Mr. CLAYTON. I think there need be no 
hesitation in referring the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. If the vote on the 
question of its reference would be considered as 
an indorsement of the propositions contained in 


i 
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the resolution, the honorable Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts would be justified in his objection; but 
{ think he is mistaken in regard to that. The 
mere reference of the resolution to the committee 
expresses no opinion whatever, on the part of the 
Senate, in regard to the proposition in the resolu- 
tion. It is, in fact, a mere resolution of inc uiry; 
and, as such, it seems to me, the Senator should 
make no objection to its reference. 

Mr. CHASE. The resolution asserts certain 
facts. I do not see how it is possible for the 
Senate even to refer a resolution of that abstract 
character without appearing at least to give a 
sanction to the propositions contained in it; and, 
for one, I am not willing to observe silence while 
a resolution of that sort receives the action of the 
Senate. 

I am sure the Senator from Florida will not 
suspect me of any desire to threw any obstacle 
whatever in the way of a simple resolution of in- 
quiry, if he proposed to address such a resolution 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. There 
is no Senator upon this floor to whose action I 
should be more unwilling to take any exception, 
than to that honorable Senator; but, sir, in my 
judgment, this resolution goes something further 
than a mere inquiry. It asserts distinct facts— 
facts running through a long line of policy, alleged 
to have been pirsued on the part of the Spanish 
Government; and I think, before it is referred, it 
ought to receive some discussion on this floor. So 
faras | have anything to say upon it, | could 
proceed as well at this timeas at any other; but it 
seems to me, in view of the business before the 
Senate, it would be better to postpone the consid- 
eration of it until to-morrow, and then take it up 
during the morning hour. 

Mr. MALLORY. I was not prepared for such 
objections as these. -If the resolution does set 
forth facts, they are facts that I assume, and that 
I expect, if I have an opportunity, to sustain, and 
they are not facts set forth by the Senate, or sanc- 
tioned by the Senate as facts; but the object of 
referring the resolution is to ascertain whether the 
Committee on Foreign Relations will give it a re- 
port or not. I do not come here at this hour to 
ask the sanction of the Senate upon the resolution. 

I have no doubt of convincing the Senate when 
the proper time arrives, that the resolution asserts 
nothing but facts, and, sir, I feel that it is nothing 
hut an act of courtesy to myself—the honorable 
Senator from Ohio having permitted the former 
resolution, submitted by the Senator from Lou- 
isiana, [Mr. Siipexx,] to go to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations—that this resolution should 
also go to that committee, it being on the same 
subject. I can see no object to be attained in post- 
poning it until to-morrow; because I want to 
avoid discussion; I do not seek it now; Iam not 
disposed to discuss this measure by halves; but I 
want it discussed thoroughly, when the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations have reported. 

Mr. WELLER. I do not think that the refer- 
ring of this resolution to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations commits the Senate to an indorsement 
of its propositions. Suppose.that a constituent of 
my friend from Florida made the same statement 
by way of a memorial to the Senate. Upon the 
introduction of that memorial, it would be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and then, 
when the subject was reported to the-Senate, we 
could enter upon a general discussion of the ques- 
tions raised. 

And certainly the Senate ought to extend the 
same rule to one of its own members as to one 
who stands outside, and approaches us by way 
of memorial or petition. That | consider is the 
whole question. The Senator from Florida con- 
siders those facts to be true, and asks that the 
Committee on Foreign Relations may be auther- 
ize} to investigate the subject. When their report 
cores here, the Senator from Ohio will have an 
opportunity of entering into the discussion. 

Mr. STUART. It seems to me, 1! submit to 
the Senator from Florida, that this thing may 
be disposed of very easily by striking out the 
word ** that’’ following “ resolved,” and inserting 
** that the Committee on Foreign Relations be in- 
structed to inquire whether,’”’ and then let the 
words of the resolution go on as they now stand. 
Nobody will be committed by that. 

Several Senators. Move to amend the reso- 
lution. 


Mr. STUART. 


I will move that amendment. 
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Mr. MALLORY. — 
modifying the resolution. 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 
PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Iam directed by the Com- 


mittee on Printing to report in favor of printing | 


two thousand additional copies of Captain Lo- 
renzo Sitgreave’s report on the expedition down 
the Zufii and Colorado rivers, and five thousand 


copies of the report of the expedition of Captain | 


This 


Marcy on the head waters of Red river. 


report is made after a careful investigation; and | 


the number is all weesteemed necessary, and it is 
deemed that the public service require that they 
should be printed. 

Mr. GWIN. I move that there be three thou- 
sand of each printed. They are both very val- 
uabie documents. 


The amendment was agreed to; and the report | 


as amended was concurred in. 


SENATE REPORTING. 
Mr. BRIGHT. 


resolution which is pending before the Senate, 


providing for publishing the debates and proceed- | 
I will call it up, provided it | 


ings of the Senate. 
is not to lead to debate. If it should lead to de- 
bate, I should certainly be unwilling to do so, and 
thus interfere with the time of the 
ator from Mississippi. 


with him. 

Mr. BROWN. 
now. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I will call it up immediately 
after the honorable Senator has got through. 


INDIGENT INSANE BILL VETO. 
On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate 


I should prefer to proceed 


resumed the reconsideration of the bill making a | 


grant of land to the several States of the Union, 
for the benefit of indigent insane persons, which 
had been returned by the President of the United 
States, with his objections. 


Mr. BROWN then roseand addressed the Sen- | 


ate, on the veto message. A report of his speech 
will be found in the Appendix. 
Mr. BRIGHT. 


consideration of this subject until to-morrow, for 


the purpose of taking up the resolution which I | 
offered the other day respecting the publication of | 


our debates. 
The motion was agreed to. 


THE DEBATES OF THE SENATE. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Brigut, on 
Thursday, the 11th instant. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
striking out all after the word ‘* Resolved,’’ and 
inserting: 

Thatthe Secretary of the Senate contract with the pro- 
prietors of ihe Washington Sentinel for the daily publica- 
tion of the proceedings and debates of the Senate in that 
paper, provided the same can be done ata price not ex- 
ceeding $4 50 per column. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. When this question was 
under consideration the other day, a great deal 
was said in reference to the reporting done by the 
Union, and the fact that that paper was engaged 


to report the proceedings of the Senate was urged | 


as an argument why we should put other papers 
in this District upon the same footing. Since the 
adjournment on that day, I have received a com- 
munication from the editor of the Union, which I 
desire to have read to the Senate. 


The Secretary read the communication, as fol- | 


lows: 
Unton Orrice, May 12, 1854. 


Dear Sir: I see from the debate in the Senate on yes- | 
terday that the subject of publishing the proceedings and | 


debates of that body is creating some degree of embarrass- 
ment. My object in addressing you this note is to remove 
all cause for embarrassment as far as the Union is con- 
cerned. 
Secretary of the Senate, dated February 11, 1854, you will 
sec that he asked to be relieved from his engagement to pub- 
lish the entire proceedings and debates of the Senate, afd 
that the arrangement should cease from that date. His 
letter was laid before the Senate, but the only action taken 
was to refer it to the Committee on Printing. Not being 
disposed to abandon the arrangement without the consent 
of the Senate, General Armstrong, on the advice of the 
cheirman of the committee, as I understand, felt it his 
duty to go on under the arrangement until the Senate 
should take further action. Upon the death of General 
Armstrong, I became the proprietor, and inferred from the 


fact that he had continued to execute the arrangement up | 


to his death, and seeing that the Senate had taken no action, 
that it was the wish of the Senate that the arrangement 


should continue. 


I have no objection to so aol 
| Committee on Printing, expressing my willingness to go on 


I am anxious to dispose of a 


onorable Sen- | 
I should like the honor- | 
able Senator to signify whether it will interfere | 


I move to postpone the further | 


1 modify my resolution by | 





| todo) to present some of these items. 


By reference to General Armstrong’s letter to the | 


| gate of $28,141, as the cost of reportin 
| printing in the Globe for a Congress, and that 
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I accordingly addressed a note to the 


with the former arrangement, [ have continued to publish 
the proceedings and debates of the Senate upto the present 
time, executing the arrangement with all the dispatch that 
was practicable. | knew that the arrangement had yielded 
no profit to General Armstrong, and I anticipated none to 
myself; but as [ supposed the Senate deemed it important 
to give to their proceedings an exten~ive circulation, | was 
willing to contribute all in my power tothatend. As the 
publication in the Union of the entire proceedings and de- 
bates of the Senate is a matter of no pecuniary interest to 
me, and as I see from the debate yesterday that it is not 
regarded, by some of the Senators, as a matterot benefit to 
the country, I respeetfully request you to relieve the Sen- 
ate of any embarrassment growing out of the former ar 

rangement with the Union, by signifying my readiness to 
terminate the arrangement with this date. I beg leave to 
add, that I shall continue to keep a reporter in the Senate, 
and will endeavor to do as full justice to the publication of 
the proceedings of the body as their importance, and my 
obligations to the other House will allow. 

With sentiments of high regard, | am very respectfully, 
your obedient servant, A. O. P. NICHOLSON, 
Hon. BenJaMin FITZPaTRICK, 

Chairman Committee on Priftting, §c. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Now, Mr. President, 
we have got precisely to the point at which | 
stated, when this matter was under consideration 
the other day, | hoped we should get. If I under- 
stand the amendment which has been made to the 
resolution, it contemplates simply authorizing the 
Secretary to contract with the Sentinel alone. It 
seems Lo me somewhat strange, when two papers 
like the Intelligencer and the Union, which have 
been so long established here, could not maintain 
themselves at the price paid by the Senate for this 
service, that the Sentinel, or any other paper estab- 
lished so recently, should be anxious to seek such 
& position. 

I am in favor of placing the proceedings of this 
body in such a shape as will preserve them; and 
I think that can be done in the way which | inti- 
mated, when | formerly addressed the Senate upon 
this question. The paper which is now the sole re- 
porter for this body—the Globe—if I am correctly 
informed, circulates very extensively throughout 
the Union, and exchanges, perhaps, with seven 
tenths of the papers throughout the country. If 
that be the fact, all the information in regard to 
our proceedings which is necessary for the en- 
lightenment of the country, can be found in that 
paper. It certainly cannot be for the purpose of 
enlightening the Senate, that it is proposed to add 
an additional reporter. Both the papers to which 
I have referred were engaged in this business. One 
of them, the Intelligencer, long since declined it; 
and the communication which has just been read 
shows that the other cannot sustain itself at the 

rice paid, and avers that this service has never 
eo the source of any pecuniary profit to the pro- 
prietor in the transaction of his business. With 
these facts before us, and with the heavy printing 
items which form a portion of the expenses of this 
body and of the other House, it seems to me that 
it is utterly useless to add a third paper to the list 
of reporters here. If the Senate pay any attention 
to the vast expenditure going on in this body and 
the other House, the cost of printing is a matter 
worthy of the consideration of the Senate. | 
have been at some pains to ascertain the amount 
of money paid annually by this body and by the 
House of Representatives for these purposes, and 
I will endeavor (without attempting to trespass 
too long on the attention of the Senate, for | have 
already occupied more of their time than I desired 
I will take 
asa basis the reporting for the Globe which is 
put down by a gentleman who I presume thor- 
oughly understands this matter, and who bases 
it on statistics before him, as costing about 
$17,372. That is the actual price, I believe, for 
the Thirty-Second Congress, assuming the Sen- 
ate’s debates to be equal to those of the House. 


| That is based upon the assumption that the cost | 
| of reporting is $4 74 per column, as stated in Mr. 


Rives’s letter. Then the cost of the mere print- 


| ing is stated in the calculation which I have before 


me at $10,769. These two items make an aggre- 


and 


was the sum paid. The gentleman who made 
this statement says ‘‘the above statement is based 
on the number of columns the debates made for 
the Thirty-Second Congress, assuming that the 
Senate is equal to the House.” 

The Senate subscribes for seven hundred and 
forty-four copies of the Congressional Globe and 


|| Appendix, which, at nine dollars per Congress, 





a = 


| amounts to $6,696. That, added to the te 


_ May 


17. 
tal for 
» Makes 


reporting and publishing in the Daily Globe 
$34,837. Ladd to that $10,000 for other items 
and this would make a total of $44,837 per Con. 
gress, for the debates of the Senate in the Globe. 
That is quitea large item. I exclude from this 
calculation the probable cost of paying the thres 
papers, which it was at one time proposed to em 
ploy to publish the proceedings. I find that the 
total paid by the House of Representatives for the 
Thirty-Second Congress, for these purposes, Was 
$103,807 84. Of this sum $31,995 was paid for 
the publication of the proceedings in the Daij 
Globe, and $71,812 84 for the Congressional] Globe 
and Appendix, making a total of $103,807 a4 
The gmount actually paid for books, during the 
f hirl-Second Congress, was $384,000. | exclude 
rom this calculation many books which have been 
raid for by the Senate, and by the other House 
“he work of Mr Sthoolecraft, and some othe 
works, are not included in this calculation. Sines 
the Senator notified me that he was about to cali 
up this resolution, I have not had time to look into 
all the statistics; but the sum annually paid by thig 
body and by the other branch of Congress, for the 
publication of books and for the reporting of the 
two Houses, as exhibited in the statement I have 
made, amounts to $532,644. 

Mr. WELLER. We pay more than $200, 
a year in the State of California alone for our 
public ee 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. California is scarcely 
a fair example for the rest of the Union in matters 
of expenditure. In that State they deal in much 
larger figures, and on a much larger scale than we 
do in this part of the country. Now, without 
intending to be troublesome, or to obtrude my 
remarks on this body, and without the least hope 
of influencing any gentleman on this floor, I have 
deemed it my duty to submit these facts to the 
consideration of the Senate. I have endeavored 
to show them the vast amount of money annually 
expended, and to show that if the Sentinel be 
placed upon the list of reporters it certainly cannot 
maintain itself. The result will surely be that we 
shall be called upon, at the close of the session, to 
make additional compensation. That paper must 
incur serious loss in publishing our proceedings, 
Why the Intelligencer and Union, with their vast 


| circulation, are to be excluded, and the Sentinel 
| alone added to the list of reporters, is to mea 
| mystery. 


If it be the settled determination of the 
Senate to place any one paper in this District 
on the footing on which it 1s now proposed to 


| place the Sentinel, I hold it to be but fair that all 


the papers here should be placed on the same 
footing. But, sir, as I remarked before, I amnot 
| disposed to obtrude my views, which may per- 
haps be peculiar to myselt, upon the consideration 
of this body; and if it is the sense of the Senate, 
that they will add the Sentinel, 1 am inclined to 
think the other papers should be placed upon the 
| same footing. Whether they would undertake 
| to perform the service or not | cannot say. We 
have the fact before us that one paper, which had 
_a contract, relinquished that contract, and has not 
| reported the proceedings of the Senate during the 
last two or three years, and the other has given 
up its contract within the last few days; and the 
_ proprietor of the only remaining paper, which 
does publish our proceedings, has stated, in the 
| face of the Senate, that he cannot live at the prices 
now paid him. I leave the question for the Sen- 
| ate to determine. 
| Mr. JOHNSON. We have now but one paper 
which reports or prints the proceedings of this 
body, and that isthe Globe. At present, we have 
no contract whatever .with the Union, the Intelli- 
gencer, or the Sentinel. The proposition now 
before us is an entirely new one; it does not refer 
to reporting at ail, but proposes to pay the Sent- 
nel $4.50 a column for printing our proceedings. 
I am not prepared to vote for that proposition 
when the other papers are not considered in refer- 
ence to the matter, and when I know, and every 
one here must know, that if this were a fair ao 
| good business for them, and if the price propo 
would afford a reasonable profit, they would all 
be demanding the work at that price. If we pur- 
sue this course of providing for each paper sep@ 
rately, we have to consider each case seriatim, & 


| each requires as much time for its discussion 48 
| would be required to dispose of the whole question 


at once. 
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